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TRANSCONTINENTAL RATE DECISION. 


The chances were so much against such a deci- 
sion that the report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in the transcontinental rate case, 
printed in full elsewhere in this number, restoring 
Pacific Coast rates to the figures that obtained be- 
fore water competition through the Panana Canal 
caused the railroads to ask and receive permission 
to reduce their rates to the coast without making 
corresponding reductions to intermediate points, 
comes as a surprise. 


We say the chances were against it, first, because 
the interests at the intermediate points were the 
only ones asking for it, even the railroads, who 
will profit by the decision and who might, there- 
fore, have been expected to support the applica- 
tion, having protested against it on the ground 
that present conditions are neither permanent 
enough nor important enough to justify upsetting 
the business readjustment built on the new rates 
to the coast; second, we, as well as many others, 
regarded the provision of the law that rail rates 
reduced to meet water competition may not be re- 
stored except for some other reason than the dis- 
appearance of the water competition, as an abso- 
lute bar to such a decision as has been rendered, 
no matter how much the Commission might wish 
to render it or how much conditions might seem 
to demand it. It was because we felt that the Com- 
mission ought to be permitted to decide such a 
case on its merits, and that such a condition as the 
one confronting it was not contemplated by the 
framers of the law when they inserted this pro- 
vision, that we have had so much to say in favor 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 5 


of an amendment to the law making the prohibition 
apply only to such cases as it was really meant 
to cover. 

But the decision speaks for itself. The Com- 
mission, despite the weakness of the interests ask- 
ing for the readjustment as compared with those 
on the other side, and in spite of the hardship and 
loss which it admits will result to business, has 
decided in favor of those whom it has regarded 
as discriminated against. And it has not regarded 
the interruption of Panama Canal traffic as tem- 
porary. At least it believes the chances are that 
the interruption will be much more than temporary 
—which is a relative term at best, and means one 
thing to one man and another to another. Of 
course, it naturally follows from the reasoning 
employed that when the European war is over and 
transportation conditions are back to normal, there 
will be another order, on proper application, again 
permitting the lower rates to the coast. 


As for what was supposed to be the legal obstacle 
to the kind of report it has made, the Commission 
took the exceedingly simple course of disregarding it 
on the theory that the lawmakers did not mean it 
to apply to such a situation, and that the absence 
of such intention is plain from the rest of the 
statute. Whether that be good law or not is for 
the lawyers to argue and the judges to decide if 
the question gets into court. But as to its meet- 
ing the needs of the situation and the common 
sense point of view we think there can be no doubt, 
for it is certainly the fact that this section was 
put into the law in order to prevent the railroads 
from reducing their rates to destroy water com- 
petition, and then, having destroyed it, putting 
them back to the old level. Still, the section is 
there in plain language, and the strict construction, 
ists have plenty of ground for argument, not the 
weakest of which is that when the law-makers mean 
a certain thing or do not mean a certain thing, they 
ought to say so. But, of course, if they always 
said what they meant, or left unsaid what they 
did not mean, there would be much less business 
for courts and lawyers. 

The railroads, as a result of this decision, are 
certainly, to our way of thinking, sitting in the 
easy chair. They are being forced to take profits 
which they had refused to ask for on the ground 
that they did not think the present conditions per- 
manent enough in character to justify them in re- 
adjusting the rates they had put into effect, when 
such a readjustment would mean loss and annoy- 
ance to their patrons. As things turn out they 
retain the confidence and respect of their shippers 
and at the same time profit by increased rates. Of 
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course, they do not have to increase the rates to 
the coast. They may remove the discrimination 
against the intermediate points by lowering the 
intermediate rates to conform to the present coast 
rates—but nobody expects them to do that. They 
are simply in the same position they occupied be- 
fore there was any Panama Canal or any traffic 
through it. For rate adjustment purposes the Com- 
mission takes the position that the canal has dis- 
appeared. Unless there is a change in its view be- 
fore September 1, transcontinental rates, especially 
on iron and steel articles, which have always con- 
stituted the bone of contention, as well as all other 
cross-country rates, will be restored to what they 
were after the Supreme Court had decided that the 
railroads must obey the Commission’s original 
fourth section order, No. 124. 


That order, to review the case a little, estab- 
lished a rule that, generally speaking, on traffic 
moving from Missouri River points to the Pacific 
Coast, there should be no violation of the long-and- 
short-haul rule of the fourth section; that on traffic 
moving from Mississippi River crossings and Chi- 
cago, rates might be made to intermediate points 
that would not be more than 7.5 per cent higher 
than the Chicago-San Francisco rate; that on traffic 
from the Buffalo-Pittsburgh territory rates might 
be made to intermediate points that would be in 
excess Of the Pittsburgh-San Francisco rates by 
not more than 15 per cent, and that on traffic mov- 
ing from territories east of Pittsburgh rates might 
be made to intermediate points exceeding the New 
York-San Francisco rate by not more than 25 per 
cent. 


Coincident with the issuance of that original 
fourth section order_No. 124, which was approved 
by the courts, the Commission established excep- 
tions thereto, known as schedules A and B. A 
short time thereafter, on application of the carrier$, 
an additional schedule, known as schedule C, was 
created by taking some of the commodities out of 
the other schedules. In that schedule a rate of 
sixty-five cents on iron and steel was established 
from Chicago and Mississippi River crossings to 
Pacific Coast terminal points and a rate of seventy- 
five cents from Pittsburgh. 


Immediately after the opening of the canal the 
carriers asked for still further relief than that 
granted in schedule C. The outcome of that appli- 
cation was the establishment of a fifty-five-cent 
rate on iron and steel from Chicago and Mississippi 
River crossings, leaving the rate of seventy-five 
cents in effect from Pittsburgh. Because carriers 
east of Chicago refused to accept divisions on any 
basis other than a rate of sixty-five cents from Chi- 
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cago, the Pittsburgh rate was left unchanged. 
Almost coincidentally, the carriers, to meet the 
competition through the canal, were allowed to 
make a rate of forty cents on canned goods, grain 
and wine from California ports to Atlantic sea- 
board territory by the gulf ports. About the same 
time Pittsburgh iron and steel interests persuaded 
the carriers serving them to make application for 
permission to extend the fifty-five-cent rate on iron 
and steel applying from Chicago to the Buffalo- 
Pittsburgh territory. The Commission denied that, 
but said they might make a rate of sixty-five cents. 

Under the present decision the old Chicago and 
Pittsburgh iron and steel rates of sixty-five cents 
and seventy-five cents a hundred pounds, respect- 
ively, are to be restored on September 1, and the 
forty-cent rate on canned goods, wine and grain 
from California points to the eastern, seaboard is 
to be abolished. 


ALASKAN INQUIRY ORDERED 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A general inquiry into the rates of Alaska railroads and 
ships was announced June 30 as a result of formal and 
informal complaints alleging that the railroads and steam- 
ships give preferential service to proprietary interests, 
the chief of which is the Guggenheim Mining and Smelt- 
ing Company. The inquiry is to embrace particularly 
practices and regulations governing the use of wharves. 


- Independent ships plying between Alaska and continental 


United States say they receive unduly prejudicial treat- 
ment. The inquiry is known as No. 8975. 





MONEY REFUND AUTHORIZED. 


A strike on a railroad is sufficient reason for the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to authorize the carrier in- 
volved in such a dispute with its employes to refund on 
commutation tickets that. expjred during the time the 
carrier’s service was interrupted. A precedent to that 
effect was created June 23, when the Commission author- 
ized the Washington & Old Dominion, a trolley road serv- 
ing Virginia territory adjacent to Washington, to make 
refunds on unused commutation coupons to the basis of 
the actual cost of such coupons. The Washington & Old 
Dominion is not to pay the extra expense inflicted on its 
patrons because they had to use other means of con- 
veyance to and from their work in Washington. The 
refund order authorizes the return of money on coupons 
that might have been used between May 12 and May 29 
of this year. During that period the Washington & Old 
Dominion operated only a few passenger trains between 
points on its line. 


PEDDLER CAR RATES IN FORCE 


The peddler car rates carried in Boyd’s I. C. C. No. 
A-656, suspended in I. and S. No. 851, from May 25 to 
Sept. 26, 1916, become effective June 30. The protest 
which caused the tariff to be suspended has been with- 
drawn. 
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|Current Topics l 
in Washington 


Railroads and the Mexican Mobiliza- 
tion.—The Mexican affair will not be 
an unmixed evil for the railroads, 
even if uninformed army officers do 
stack up the passenger equipment 
along the Rio Grande with the re- 
quirement that troopers be _ trans- 
ported from their concentration camps 
to destination without change of cars. 
It will be necessary to sena thousands 
of freight cars to the Southwest. The 











movement of military supplies to Europe has left a> 


congestion of freight cars in the East. The demand 
for similar supplies in the Southwest will start the 
current in the opposite direction. Cars are needed 
in that part of the country to carry the crops. The car- 
riers, of course, long before the order mobilizing the 
militia was issued, had begun moving equipment west- 
ward. The Mexican trouble will accentuate the movement 
toward the Southwest. Although nearly twenty years 
have elapsed since the Spanish war, so far as a civilian 
can see, the army organization has not learned a thing 
about transportation over rails. In fact, it was not until 
after the regular army had been on the Rio Grande for 
months that the value of the motor truck was fully rec- 
ognized. Congress, in part, is responsible for the failure 


by the army to recognize the passing of the horse-drawn . 


vehicle as the chief means of transportation for an army 
and its supplies and the failure of the army to train its 
officers to use railroads. According to reports from Eu- 
rope, railroad tracks are being laid there almost as fast 
as an army advances. Transportation there, even by 
motor trucks, has been reduced’ to a minimum. The gen- 
eral staff of the U. S. army has trained men how to load 
army supplies into a box car, but no part of a general’s 
staff has yet been trained in the fundamentals of utilizing 
a railroad to the maximum of efficiency, as may be in- 
ferred from the requirement that troop trains shall be 
sent through from point of origin to destination without 
change of equipment, regardless of the fact that the 
railroads have not yet organized their passenger equip- 
ment on the per diem exchange basis. : 





The Transcontinental Rate Decision.—There is reason 
to believe that the decision in the Spokane Merchants” 
Association case, whereby every vestige of exceptions to 
Fourth Section Order No. 124 has been removed, together 
with fourth section permission on eastbound traffic, will 
cause less dissatisfaction than any other important de- 
cision the Commission has ever made. The Pacfiic coast 
cities could not deny that they have lost their water lines, 
for the time being at least. Having no water service, it 
is believed, they are really glad. to be allowed to retain 
even the rates in existence before schedule C was taken 
out of the original order. The railroads will receive more 
revenue, unless there is a slump in business, such as is 
not now anticipated. The increase in rates effective Sep- 
tember 1 will tend to hasten the return of the ships to 
the canal, even if the European war never comes to an 
end, because it will offer an inducement to vessel owners 
to employ their property in a trade in which the risk of 
Submarines does not exist. It is true, that many of the 
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ships formerly in the coast to coast business are now 
running to South America, where there are no submarines, 
but there is no telling how long that freedom from sub- 
marine troubles will continue. German public sentiment 
is represented, in news dispatches from Berlin, as de- 
manding a resumption of the von Tirpitz program of 
using the submersibles to the limit, regardless of Ameri- 
can sentiment, because Germany’s change in the rules 
has not resulted in any benefit to Germany. The only 
element likely to be seriously displeased with the decision 
is that which was represented at the hearing as desiring 
low eastbound rates to discourage the operation of ships 
through the canal, in une coast to coast business. There 
is no certainty that there is such an element among the 
railroads, but if there is, it is possible to see how the 
order in the Spokane case will cause dissatisfaction in 
that quarter. 





Republican Party and Exclusive Federal Control.—Wil- 
liam R. Willcox, former chairman of the New York public 
service commission, and therefore possibly an advocate 
of state cortrol over railroad rates, is to manage the 
Hughes presidential campaign. There has been no state- 
ment from him’‘as to how he stands on the question raised 
by the Republican platform in its plank calling for the 
nationalization of control over railroads. Willcox was 
a member of the New York legislature when it took the 
bull by the horns, as it thought, and passed a 2-cent fare 
bill which applied to all railroads in New York, regardless * 
of their financial condition or their location in thickly 
populated or sparsely settled districts. Mr. Hughes, as 
governor, vetoed the bill and compelled the legislature to 
do justice to the smaller roads by giving them a maxi- 
mum rate of either 2.5 or 3 cents. Hughes, in that veto, 
seemed to be defying public sentiment. The people 
seemed to be demanding a two-cent fare law, without re- 
gard to what effect it would have on the small lines. 
The veto made it unnecessary for the little roads to ap- 
peal to the courts to prevent the confiscation of their 
property. It is an easy inference that if Mr. Hughes is 
elected, Mr. Willcox will be a large figure in national 
affairs, even if he is not placed in the cabinet. It would 
not be surprising if he were made a member of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. Appointment to that 
bench is held by many to be more desirable than a cabinet 
portfolio. Secretary Lane of the Interior Department, it 
is true, gave up a place as a commissioner to accept a 
secretaryship, but he is the only one that has made such 
a change. He may be the only one who has had the 
opportunity, yet it is a fact there are many men who 
think a commissionership is more desirable than a place 
in the cabinet. Those interested in railroad regulation, 
however, should not for a minute forget Mr. Willcox in 
the event of Mr. Hughes’s election and the fact that his 
will be the duty of selecting a commissioner on Dec. 31, 
1917. 





South Dakota Express Rate Decision.—The decision in 
the South Dakota express rate case comes mighty close to 
being an out-and-out condemnation of rates made by a 
state commission. In the eyes of those who know full 
well the significance of the first decision in the Shreve- 
port case, it was the only logical thing for the Commission 
to do. The most natural speculation is as to when the 
federal regulating body will use language that, standing 
by itself, will be a condemnation of state-made rates. 
Nowhere in the report written by Commissioner Meyer 











is there language to which the finger may be pointed 
as a blunt condemnation of the South Dakota commis- 
sion’s work. It is only by taking the whole report and 
the order that one is able to figure out that the effect 
of the decision is to blow up the structure built by the 
South Dakotans. The most striking architectural feature 
of that edifice is the fact that in a number of instances 
the express rates are lower than the first-class freight 
rates. That fact is not conclusive that the express rates 
are unreasonably low. The freight charges might be 
much more than reasonable. There was some testimony 
to the effect that the freight rates with which the express 
structure reared by the state commission were compared 
were unreasonably high. The answer to that, however, 
is that the state commission, having the power to reduce 
such rates, appeared to have devoted time to tinker- 
ing with express rates, while ignoring the freight rates. 
But, whatever the fact about such awkward looking rates, 
there is an unmistakable inference that the express com- 
panies must remove the discrimination, not optionally, but 
simply by raising the state rates. Nobody knows what 
the South Dakotans will do. They may take the question 
to the courts. Then there will be a judicial decision as 
to whether the federal Commission has the authority to 
force the abandonment of state rates by the method used 
in this case. 


~ 





Military Praise for the Railroads.—Major-General Hugh 


“ Scott, chief of staff and therefore boss of the purely mili- 


tary phases of the trouble with Mexico, in a statement 
to a Washington newspaper man praised the way in which 
the railroads are handling the freight intended for the 
soldiers on the border. He said that one railroad side- 
tracked a limited train, the prize of the system, to allow 
a train carrying supplies for the soldiers to be sent ahead 
of it. It is suspected it was the Pennsylvania which thus 
put its fastest New York-Chicago train “in the hole” to 
make way for a shipment of aeroplanes or ammunition. 
The general also stated, with pride, that freight shipments 
are being handled faster, in many instances, than express 
shipments in ordinary times. Cars and trains bearing 
_military supplies, the general said, are marked in such 
a way that trainmasters and other operating officials 
know what they are, so they may give them preference 
over everything, not even excepting limited extra-fare 
passenger trains, which cost the railroads money, if they 
do not arrive within the lithit of time. A. E. H, 





OHIO COAL DECISION 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Ohio railroad commissioners, by a decision an- 

nounced June 23, ordered the Toledo & Ohio Central to 

reduce its rate on coal from Corning to Toledo from $1 to 

85 cents. At the same time it ordered the Hocking Valley 

to reduce its 85-cent rate on coal from Nelsonville to To- 

ledo to 80 cents. Thereby that body laid the foundation, 

it is believed, for much trouble for the railroads serving 

the West Virginia, Ohio and Pittsburgh fields. It also fur- 

nished the facts on which a “Shreveport case” of dominat- 

ing interest will be filed by the West Virginia coal opera- 
tors. 


These Ohio-made rates will widen the spread, on com- 
mercial coal as distinguished from lake cargo coal, from 
twenty-five to forty cents a ton, using the existing rates 
from West Virginia to Toledo as the base line. That is 
what the Ohio operators think it should be. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 








But the carriers that transport coal from the three com- 
peting states have on file I. C. C. tariffs proposing to make 
the existing rate of $1.25 from the Thacker Kanawha — 
fields in West Virginia $1.40 per ton. They filed those 
tariffs with a view to giving the Ohio operators a forty- 
cent advantage over the West Virginians. © 

Now, however, the Ohio commission has ordered the $1 







Ohio rate in effect on the Toledo & Ohio Central fro 4 


Corning to Toledo reduced to 85 cents and the $1 rate 


effect from Nelsonville to Toledo via the Hocking Valley 
The 85-cent rate was ordered — 


road cut from 85 to 80 cents. 
into effect a year ago. It was the threat of reducing all 
the Ohio rates to that basis that sent the interstate car. 
riers to the making of tariffs proposing to increase the 
rates from West Virginia, rather than widen the difference 
by decreasing the Ohio rates. 

In the event the federal commission should find they 


‘had justified the advance, the differential, so far as the 


near West Virginia fields are concerned, would be sixty 
cents. So far as the New River and Pocahontas fields are 
concerned, the differential against the West Virginia opera-- 
tors would be seventy-five cents a ton on the so-called 
smokeless coals from those fields. 

The West Virginia operators, in their testimony in the 
cases now before the Commission, have contended the 
present differential of twenty-five cents is all they can 
stand and remain in business. 

On the unofficial information received in Washington on 
June 26, as to what the Ohio commissioners did three days 
before, attorneys for the West Virginia interests said they 
would file formal complaints alleging the carriers were 
carrying coal in Ohio for less, distance considered, than 
they are hauling it from West Virginia through Ohio. 
Figuring roughly, they contend that on a forty-cent differ- 
ential, on the average haul, the return to the carriers for 
the longer haul from West Virginia is four mills, or a little 
more, per ton per mile, while on the Ohio rates, on shorter 
average hauls, the per ton mile return is either four mills 
or less, 

If the figuring they have done is accurate, the rates 
from West Virginia would be in violation of the well- 
established principle that, as the distance increases, the 
millage decreases. There is no decrease, on that basis of 
figuring, in the mileage from West Virginia. In fact, it is 
the same—four mills—or less, for the shorter hauls in 


Ohio, whereas it ‘ah 
COMMISSION ORDERS. 


The Commission has granted reparation to complainant 
in case 5885, Gulf Lumber Co. vs. M. L. & T. R. R. & S.S. 
Co. et al. in the sum of $304.47. 

The Merchants & Manufacturers Assn. of Baltimore has 
been allowed to amend its intervening petition in case 
8770, Baltimore & Carolina Steamship Co. et al. vs. A. U. 
L. R. R. et al. 

Reparation has been allowed complainant in case 6375, 
Omaha Bicycle Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al., in the sum 
of $52.33. 

Case 5241, Iowa State Board of Railroad Commissioners 
vs. Arizona Eastern et al., has been reopened in order 
that carriers may submit to the Commission the method 
of tariff publication pursued to render effective rate 
changes ordered in supplemental order dated June 17 and 
in order to determine the propriety of existing rates in 
territory included within the scope of the Commission’s 
report rendered in this case. 

Reparation has been awarded complainants in case 
7320, Spokane Cycle & Supply Co. et al. vs. B. & A. et al., 
in the sum of $1,831.04. 


Vol. XVIII, No. 1 





— 









J 
r 


HHEYB MBS Emme 


Tl 





No. 1 


e com- 
) Make 
nawha 
those 
forty- 


the $1 
from 
ate in 
Valley 
dered ; 
ng all 
e Car. 
e the 
rence 


they 
sS the 
sixty 
is are 
»pera- - 
called 


n the 
1 the 
r can 


yn on 

days 

they 
were 
than 
Ohio, 
liffer- 
s for 
little 
orter 
millse 


rates 
well- 

the 
is of 
it is 
s in 


nant 
5. S. 


has 
ase 


375, 
sum 


ers 
der 
hod 
‘rate 
and 


yn’s 


ase 
al., 


aseeaa 


July 1, 1916 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 9 





Photograph Copyright, Harris & Ewing. Washington. 


Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


TRANSCONTINENTAL RATES\ 


IN THE MATTER OF REOPENING FOURTH SECTION 
APPLICATIONS NOS. 205, 342, 343, 344, 349, 350, 352, 
10336, 9813, 10110, 10126, 10155, 10186 AND 10189. 

(40 I. C. C. 35-42) 


Submitted April 26, 1916. Opinion No. 3754. 


1, Fourth Section Relief, in Intermountain Rates Allowed in 
Schedule C Abolished.—Order respecting Fourth Section Ap- 
plications Nos. 205, 342, 343, 344, 349, 350 and 352 rescinded, 
eTective Sept. 1, 1916, in so far as it affords to the carriers 
any greater degree of relief from the provisions of the 
fourth section on Schedule C articles than is afforded by 
Fourth Section Order No. 124 of April 29, 1916, respecting 
what are designated as Schedule B commodities described 
nrg Commodity Rates to Pacific Coast Terminals, 34 I. C. C., 

2. Order Establishing Schedule C Rescinded.—Order respecting 
toe — Application No. 10336, rescinded, effective 

ept. 1, 1916 

3, Original Status Under Fourth Section No. 124 and its Sched- 
ules Restored.—Orders respecting Fourth Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 9813, 10110, 10126, 10155, 10186 and 10189, re- 
scinded, effective Sept. 1, 1916. 





J. B. Campbell for Spokane Merchants’ Assn.; Frank Lyon 
for American-Hawaiian S. S. Co. and Luckenbach S. S. Co.; 
H. F. Bartine and J. F. Shaughnessy for R. R. Commission of 
Nevada and Public Utilities Commission of Idaho; O. T. Help- 
ling for San Pedro, Wilmington and San Diego, Cal., chambers 
of commerce; W. H. Metson and Charles Clifford for A. Lock- 
land & Co. and others; Fred H. Wood for Southern Pacific Co.; 
J. N. Teal for Chamber of Commerce of Portalnd Ore.; Seth 
Mann for San Francisco Chamber of Commerce; harles Don- 
nelly for Northern Pacific Ry. Co.; E. C. Lindley for Great 
Northern Ry. Co.; A. E. Helm and Joseph L. Bristow for Pub- 
lic Utilities " Gemsadon of Kansas; F.. W. Maxwell for Denver 
Transportation Bureau: R. L. Hearon for Colorado Fuel and 
Iron Co.; F. T. Bentley for Illinois Manufacturers’ Assn. and 
Illinois Steel Co.; F. P. Gregson for Associate Jobbers of Los 
Angeles; T. J. Norton for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. 
Co.; Martin Van Persyn for Wholesale Grocers’ Exchange of 
Chicago and Sprague, Warner & Co.; Stanley E. Temple for 
Stockton Traffic Bureau; G. J. Bradley for Merchants’ and 
Manufacturers’ Assn. of: Sacramento; F. M. Hill for Fresno 
Traffic Assn.; H. C. Barlow for Chicago Assn. of Commerce; 
W. S McCarthy and H. W. Prickett for Traffic Bureau of 
Utah; S. J. Wettrick for Seattie Chamber of Commerce; Hubert 
Thompson for Union Carbide Co., New York; D. H. Stults for 
American Sugar Refining Co.; Jay W: McCune for Tacoma 
Commercial Club and Chamber of Commerce; C. L. Lingo for 
Inland Steel Co., Illinois Manufacturers’ Assn. ., and Interstate 
Iron and Steel Co.; R. E. L. Bunch for American Brake Shoe 
and Foundry Co.; M. H. Aylesworth for Public Utility Com- 
mission of Colorado; F. A. Jones for Arizona Corporation Com- 
mission, State Corporation Commission of New Mexico, Interior 
Counties Freight Bureau of* Southern California, and Grand 
Junction Chamber of ‘Commerce; Charlés Kimmich for —_, 
Adjustment Steering Committee of Charleston, S. Cc. 
Reigart for American Iron and Steel Mfg. Co.; H. M. goon Fd 
Lukens Iron and Steel Co.; B. L. Winchell for Union Pacific 
system: A. P. Williams, Thomas S. Valleti and Sigel Seeman 
for New York, State Wholesale Grocers’ Assn.; Frank A. Aplin 
for Dried Fruit Assn. of eg York; James C. ‘Lincoln for Mer- 
chants’ Assn. of New York; E. Sutcliffe for Warren Bros. Co. 


By the COMMISSION: 

This proceeding is the result of two petitions, one filed 
on behalf of the Spokane Merchants’ Association and the 
other by the Nevada Railroad Commission, asking the Com- 
mission to reopen for further consideration Fourth Section 
Applications Nos. 205, 342, 343, 344, 349, 350 and 352, filed 

‘ 





on behalf of the transcontinental carriers, asking for fourth 
section relief as to commodity rates from eastern defined 
territory to Pacific coast points. These applications have 
been dealt with in Railroad Commission of Nevada vs. 
S. P. Co., 21 I. C. C. 329 (The Traffic World, July 29, 1911, 
p. 204); City of Spokane vs. N. P. Ry. Co., 21 I. C.-C. 400 
(The Traffic World, Aug. 12, 1911, p. 327), and Commodity 
Rates to Pacific Coast Terminals, 32 I. C. C. 611 (The 
Traffic World, Feb. 13 and Feb. 20, 1915, pp. 306 and 352); 
34 I. C. C. 138 (The Traffic World, May 22, 1915, p. 1134. 
Through the reports and orders in these cases specific relief 
has been granted to the carriers, permitting them to con- 
tinue lower rates to Pacific Coast points than to interme 
diate points. The petitions filed on behalf of the Spokane 
Merchants’ Association and by the Nevada Railroad Com- 
mission allege that by reason of slides in the Panama Canal 
and the increased demand for shipping which has arisen in 
consequence of the European war, the water competition 
which has heretofore warranted certain relatively low rail 
rates from eastern defined territories to the Pacific Coast 
has in large part disappeared, It is further alleged that un- 
der the circumstances now existing the maintenance of the 
present lower rates to the Pacific Coast points than to in- 
termediate territory has the effect of producing unjust and 
undue discrimination against intermediate points. 


The Commission, therefore, by appropriate order, re- 
opened the applications respecting westbound rates on com- 
modities comprised within a list known as Schedule C, de- 
scribed in Commodity Rates to Pacific Coast Terminals, 
supra, and Fourth Section Application No. 10336, respecting 
rates on iron and steel articles from Pittsburgh and related 
points to Pacific Coast terminals. The Commission aiso 
on its own motion reopened Fourth Section Applications Nos. 
9813, 10110, 10126, 10155, 10186, and 10189, respecting rates 
on barley beans, canned goods, asphaltum, dried fruits and 
wine from California ports via rail-and-water routes through 
Gulf ports to the Atlantic seaboard. By our orders re- 
sponsive to these applications, rates have heen authorized 
from California ports on these commodities to the Atlantic 
seaboard lower than those contemporaneously applied from 
intermediate California points. Hearing was ordered at 
Washington on April 24, 1916, before the Commission, with 
reference to such changed conditions as were alleged to 
make necessary or appropriate any change in the orders 
heretofore entered with respect to these applications. 


It was shown at the hearing that the obstructions to canal 
traffic caused by the slides which from September, 1915, 
to April, 1916, had closed the Panama Canal, had in large 
part been removed, and that the canal was reopened on 
or about April 15, 1916. The two principal steamship 
companies that formerly operated between the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts via the canal, the American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Company and the Luckenbach Steamship Com- 
pany, through their principal traffic officers, announced 
that owing in part to the obstructions to passage through 
the canal which had rendered it impossible to use that 
route from September, 1915, to April, 1916, and in part to 
the unprecedently high rates which are now being offered 
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for the transportation of many kinds of ocean freight, they 
had for the time being withdrawn all their ships from the 
coast to coast business and chartered many of them for 
other purposes for periods extending into the future from 
3 to 18 months. The prices obtained for the use of these 
ships, whether by the month or by the voyage, were ex- 
ceptionally high. So long as such rates can be obtained 
for ocean service between the United States and foreign 
countries, there is no doubt that the coast-to-coast busi- 
ness will be unattractive to steamship lines at the rates 
now obtainable. Both of these companies announced their 
intention ultimately to return to this service, but stated 
that such return was unlikely before the end of the year 
1916 and that the time of such return depended in part 
upon the measure of the rates they would be able to secure 
for this service in competition with the rail lines. The re- 
sult of all the evidence offered was to show that there is 
not at this time any effective water competition between 
the two coasts and that there is little likelihood of any ma- 
terial competition by water during the present calendar 
year, irrespective of the action the Commission may take 
with respect to these petitions. 

The-rail carriers take the position that although the 
water competition has for the time being disappeared, the 
condition is but temporary, and the rates applied by the 
steamship lines during the first six months after the canal 
was opened are representative of the normal rates with 
which the rail lines must expect to compete if they hope 
to continue to haul any considerable percentage of the 
business to and from the Pacific Coast points. It was 
shown that the rates applied by the steamship lines on 
the schedule C commodities during the six months fol- 
lowing the opening of the canal corresponded closely to 
the divisions of through rates on the same articles en- 
joyed by the American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. during the 
years preceding the opening of the canal when that com- 
pany was operating via the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. It ap- 
pears that during these years of operation via the Isthmus 
the company was prosperous, built up its fleet, enlarged 
its business, and that this prosperity was founded upon 
the handling of business between the two coasts at rates 
which netted the company approximately the same revenue 
which it subsequently received for the through carriage of 
this traffic via the Panama Canal. It would seem that the 
rates at which traffic was taken by sea during the last half 
of the year 1914 were not materially lower than might 
reasonably have been expected at that time, and that such 
rates may perhaps again obtain when the normal condi- 
tions of ocean traffic shall have been restored. The rail 
rates, therefore, on these Schedule C commodities and the 
water-and-rail rates via Galveston on the California prod- 
ucts named when established were not lower than the 
conditions then existing warranted, if the rail lines were 
to continue to compete for this traffic with the ships. It 
is perfectly clear, however, that the conditions formerly 
existing have materially changed. The unprecedented 
freight rates which are being paid for ocean transportation 
between this and foreign countries have attracted to that 
service practically all of the ships, regular or irregular, 
which have been heretofore engaged in the coast-to-coast 
service. That the conditions with which we are con- 
fronted are but temporary is admitted. How long such con- 
ditions will last is problematical. As the situation now 
stands, however, the rail rates on all these Schedule C 
commodities from eastern defined territories to Pacific 
Coast terminals are lower than the present conditions 
warrant, while at the same time higher rates are applied 
at intermediate points. The eastbound rates on California 
products from California ports to the Atlantic seaboard 
are also lower than present conditions warrant and lower 
than the rates applied from and to intermediate points. 
(The rate adjustment in question was established after 
exhaustive hearing and careful study as to each of the 
commodities involved, and was justified by the conditions 
then existing. The war and an unparalleled rise in prices 
for ocean transportation have so changed the situation as 
to transform a relation of rates which was justified when 
established to one that is now unjustly discriminatory 
against intermediate points.) 

The representatives of the intermediate points urge that 
the conditions now existing, although unusual and prob- 
ably temporary, will undoubtedly exist for a number of 
months to come, and that during this period the main- 
tenance of these relatively low rates to coast points and 
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higher rates to intermediate points constitutes undue 
preference in favor of the coast points and undue preju- 
dice to intermediate points. The representatives of the. 
coast cities, both on the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts 
and the representatives of many other shippers urge that 
the present adjustment is the result of much labor and 
thought and that many contracts have been made predi- 
cated upon expectation of a continuation of the present 
rail rates, and that an increase-of the present rates to 
the coast on these commodities will result in much hard- 
ship and loss to individual shippers, business firms and 
communities. They urge also that the present state of 
affairs is but temporary and that by the time a readjust- 
ment ¢ rates c 
may have come a 
present rates necessary. 


No change in rates such as is here sought should be 
made precipitately. Yet necessary and proper changes 
in rates must be effected from time to time, although 
such changes may result in hardship and loss. The coast 
cities also contend that as some of the rates to Pacific 
coast points and the rates on California products from 
the California ports to the Atlantic seaboard -have been 
reduced since June 18, 1910, on account of water com- 
petition, they cannot be again increased under the present 
circumstances because such increases are prohibited by 
that portion of the fourth section of the act as amended 
which reads as follows: 


Whenever a carrier by railroad shall in competition with a 
water route or routes reduce the rates on the carriage of any 
species of freight to or from competitive points, it shall not be 
permitted to increase such rates unless after hearing by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission it shall be found that such 
proposed increase rests upon changed conditions other than the 
elimination of water competition. 

This section of the act must, of course, be construed 
in the light of the other sections, and in view also of the 
purpose and intent of this particular section. One of the 
primary purposes of the Act to regulate commerce was 
to preserve and promote and not to destroy competition 
between carriers. The purpose of this clause was the 
preservation of water competition. It was intended to 
act as a restraint against rail carriers reducing their 
rates between competitive points to such a level as to 
render the water service between such points unremuner- 
ative and unattractive. Should a rail carrier operating 
a route between competitive points in competition with’ 
a water route depress its rates, without authority of the 
Commission, to a level so low as to drive the water car- 
rier from the field, the rail carrier is prohibited from 
thereafter increasing its rates except by permission of 
this Commission, and such permission cannot be extended 
unless reasons for the proposed increases are shown other 
than the elimination of the water competition. In the. 
situation here considered, however, the carriers sought 
authority from this Commission to make the reductions 
which have been made. Hearings were held and careful 
examination was made of each proposed rate, both to the 
coast points and to and from intermediate points. The 
Commission had to determine the following facts: 

(1) Were the proposed rates to the coast points war- 
ranted by the competition there existing? 

(2) Were the lower terminal rates proposed such as to 
more than cover the out-of-pocket costs of the rail carriers 
that performed the service? 

(3) Were the higher rates proposed to intermediate 
points and in the case of the eastbound rates from inter- 
mediate points, reasonable per se, and not unjustly dis- 
criminatory against such points? 

The first two questions being answered in the affirma- 
tive by the testimony offered, the Commission itself fixed 
the relative measure of the rates to intermediate points 
in the case of the westbound rates and authorized the 
relative measure of the rates from intermediate points 
proposed by the carriers in the case of the eastbound 
rates under the conviction that the rates to and from 
intermediate points so proposed did not unjustly discrimi- 
nate against such points. The carriers have proceeded 
in this case under the authority of the Commission to 
make only such rates to the coast points as would enable 
them to compete for and share in this traffic, and the 
withdrawal of boats from this service has not been on 
account of the rates made by the rail carriers with which 
the boats compete, but on account of slides in the Panama 
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Canal and the extraordinary rise in ocean freights. The 
temporary withdrawal of the canal service in this instance 
is clearly not the result of any act of the carriers or of 
this Commission. 

If, however, in the exercise of our judgment upon the 
facts presented in this case we had permitted the rail 
carriers to establish lower rates to the coast points than 
the actual competition there existing warranted, and upon 
hearing with proper notice to all interested parties it 
was subsequently shown that the effect of our order was 
to permit the continuance of rates to such points lower 
than were warranted by competition there existing, shall 
it be said that this condition must be perpetuated? To 
continue rates to the coast points that are lower than 
are necessitated by the actual water competition and 
higher rates to intermediate points and to other points 
over similar distances under like circumstances, is to 
perpetuate a discrimination that is unjust. The second 
and third sections of the act forbid all unduly preferential 
or unjustly discriminatory rates and practices. The portion 
of the fourth section above quoted does not repeal or annul 
any part of the second and third sections of the Act to 
regulate commerce. If a coast point is receiving a lower 
rate than that to which it is lawfully entitled by the 
conditions there existing it is a preference at that point 
that results in prejudice against higher rated points 
whether intermediate thereto or not. Furthermore, the 
primary purpose of this portion of the fourth section 
being to preserve and promote competition by the water 
carriers, it must be so construed as to give effect to that 
purpose. If the rail rates between the two coasts, estab- 
lished in the light of conditions then existing, should, 
through such a complete change of conditions as that 
which has so recently come about, be now at a level so 
low as to make the service between the two coasts un- 
attractive to the boat lines, should they be readjusted 
to a basis that will attract the water carriers back to the 
service and the primary purpose of the section be achieved 
or should they be held at the present level and the legis- 
lative purpose to a certain extent be defeated? 

That portion of the fourth section which provides that— 


the Commission may from time to time prescribe the extent to 
which the carrier may be relieved from the requirements of 
this section— 

seems to contemplate a certain flexibility in the rates 
at the competitive points varying with the degree of com- 


, petition there found, in connection with which rates relief 


antes A 


may be afforded according to the degree and extent of 
the competition. It is admitted that the present rates 
upon schedule C articles from eastern defined territories 
to Pacific coast points, and the rates on barley, beans, 
canned goods, asphaltum, dried fruits and wine from 
California ports to the Atlantic seaboard are lower than 
the present competition by water justifies or makes neces- 
sary. The maintenance of these low rates to the coast 
points and higher rates to or from intermediate points 
has the effect under present circumstances of unduly pre- 
ferring the coast points and unjustly discriminating against 
intermediate points. This condition has existed for sev- 
eral months. The recent withdrawal of the principal 
steamship lines, however, and their contracts for use in 
other lines of service creates a probability that there 
will be but little effective water service during the cur- 
rent year and perhaps for a considerable period there- 
after. We shall, therefore, rescind, effective Sept. 1, 1916, 
those portions of our orders relating to the schedule C 
commodities and require that the rates on these com- 
modities from eastern defined territories to Pacific coast 
terminals be adjusted effective on that date in accordance 
with the terms of our order respecting the schedule B 
commodities. The order responding to application No. 
10336, respecting rates on iron and steel articles from 
Pittsburgh and related points will likewise be rescinded, 
effective Sept. 1, 1916. We shall rescind, effective Sept. 
1, 1916, our orders responding to applications Nos. 9813, 
10110, 10126,'19155, 10186 and 10189 respeéting rates on 
California products from California ports via Gulf routes 
to the Atlantic seaboard. The rates on these articles 
eastbound must be readjusted in strict accord with the 
requirements of the fourth’ section, except in so far as 
any of them were by order permitted to deviate from 
the requirements of the fourth section of the act prior 
to the establishment of the present effective terminal 
rates eastbound. If conditions should again materially 
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change so as to justify such action, petitions for further 
orders may be presented and they will be dealt with as 
the circumstances then appearing may warrant. 


REPARATION ON LUMBER 


Reparation has been awarded in No. 8313, Jefferson 
Lumber Company vs. Mobile & Ohio et al., Opinion No. 
3755, 40 I. C. C. 48-45, on account of unlawful charges 
on two carloads of lumber from Carloss Spur, Ala., to 
Chicago and Indianapolis. The cars were stopped en route 
for dressing at a point not authorized in the tariffs. The 
Commission denied reparation on account of the combina- 
tion of rates to and from the dressing point, but found 
that the wrong rate had been applied in one instance, and 
allowed reparation on that account only for the amount of 
overcharge. ; 


CARLOAD BUTTER RATE 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7309, Providence 
Fruit and Produce Exchange et al. vs. Minneapolis, St. 
Paul & Sault Ste. Marie et al,, opinion No. 3756, 40 IL. 
C. C., 45-8, holding that the carload rate on butter from 
Minneapolis to Providence had not been shown to be un- 
reasonable or unjustly discriminatory. The complaint was 
directed at that part of the combination rate for the haul 
west of Chicago, which was 40 cents on a third-class 
rating. The rate east of Chicago or other gateway taking 
the Chicago rate was 71 cents, but no complaint was made 
against it. The complainant thought a carload rate of 91 
cents per 100 should have been applied, but it was shown 
that the 91-cent rate was only a concentration rate ap- 
plicable to the further movement on butter and eggs 
brought into Minneapolis from points on the Soo Line. 
The Commission held that evidence against the rate west 
of Chicago was not sufficient to show it to be unreasonable. 


CONCORDIA RATE ADJUSTMENT 


CASE NO. 7605* (39 I. C. C., 675-687) 
CONCORDIA COMMERCIAL CLUB ET AL. VS. ATCHI- 
SON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY CO. ET 
AL. 
Submitted Nov. 18, 1915. Opinion No. 3728. 


1. Class and Certain Commodity Rates to Concordia, Kan. 
Held to Be Unreasonably Prejudicial.—Rates on classes an 
certain commodities to Concordia, Kan., from St. Louis, 
Mo., and points taking same rates or rates based thereon 
found to be unreasonably prejudicial to Concordia to the 
extent that they exceed the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained and applied on like traffic from the same points of 
origin to Salina, Kan. 

2. Rates on Butter, Eugs and Dressed Poultry to St. Louis and 
Beyond Condemned.—Rates on butter, eggs and dressed 

in carloads, from Concordia to St. Louis proper 
and also when destined to ag east of the western ter- 
mini of the trunk lines found to be unreasonably prejudicial 
to Concordia to the «xtent that they exceed by more than 
3 cents per 100 pounds the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained from Washington, Kan., to the same destinations. 

3. Canned Goods Rates from Louisville and Baltimore Un- 
reasonably Prejudicial.—Rates on canned goods from Louis- 
ville, Ky., and Baltimore, Mo., to Concordia found to be 
unreasonably prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that 
ther exceed rates from the same points or origin to 

alina. 


poultry, 


4. Rates on Rice from Beaumont and Port Arthur, Tex., to 
Concordia, Fixed on Differentials over Salina.—Rates on 
certain commodities from New Orleans, La., Beaumont and 
Port Arthur, Tex., to Concordia, found to be unreasonably 
prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that they exceed the 
rates contemporaneously maintained to Salina by more than 
the amounts stated in the report. 





E. H. Hogueland for complainants; Fred G. Wright, H. G. 
Herbel, T. J. Norton, R. B. Scott, Kenneth F. Burgess and 
H. A. Scandrett for defendants. 





also embraces complaint in No. 7722, Con- 


*The proceedin 
i club vs. Alabama & Vicksburg Ry. Co. et al. 


cordia Commercia 


CLARK, Commissioner: 

These complaints are brought by the Concordia Com- 
mercial Club, a voluntary organization ‘of individuals, 
companies, commercial and business corporations and 
associations, of Concordia, Kan., and by the Concordia 
ae Co., a corporation engaged in business at that 
place 

The complaint in No. 7605, as amended, attacks the 
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following rates as unreasonable and unjustly discrimi- 
natory: 

(1) Class and commodity rates from St. Louis, Mo., and 
points taking the same rates, to Concordia. 

(2) Commodity rates on butter, eggs and dressed poul- 
try, in carloads, from Concordia (a) to St. Louis and 
points taking the same rates, and (b) to St. Louis when 
destined to points east of the western termini of the 
eastern trunk lines, which means, generally speaking, east 
of a line from Buffalo, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, Pa. 

(3) Proportional rates from St. Louis, and points tak- 
ing the same rates, to Concordia, applicable on traffic 
originating east of the Indiana-Illinois state line. 

(4) Rates on canned goods, consisting of canned fish, 
vegetables, fruits, jellies, jams, butters, preserves, mince- 
meat, sauerkraut, and pickles, in straight or mixed car- 
loads, from Louisville, Ky., via all rail, and from Balti- 
more, Md., via rail and water, to Concordia. 

The complaint in No. 7722 alleges that the following 
rates are unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory: 

(1) Rates from New Orleans, La., and points taking 
the same rates, to Concordia, on bananas, sugar and 
canned goods, in carloads; green and roasted coffee, and 
rice, in carloads, and less than carloads. 

(2) Rates from Beaumont and Port Arthur, Tex., to 
Concordia on rice, in carloads and less than carloads. 

Through rates from Chicago, Peoria and points taking 
same rates, to Concordia being made by the addition of 
differentials to the rates from St. Louis are, because of 
this relationship, indirectly involved in No. 7605. 

We are asked in each case to establish just and rea- 
sonable rates in lieu of those of which complaint is made. 

Concordia is situated in a rich farming community in 
the north central part of Kansas. It is 155 miles west 
of Atchison, Kan., on that branch of the Missouri Pacific 
Railway which extends from Atchison to Stockton, Kan., 
a distance of 250 miles. A branch of this line extends 
northward from Concordia 107 miles to Prosser, Neb. 
From the main line of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad through Nebraska a branch extends from Qdell 
in that state and terminates at Concordia. A branch of 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway extends from 
Strong City, Kan., on the south to Superior, Neb., through 
Concordia, which latter point is the terminus of a branch 
of the Union Pacific extending from Junction City, Kan. 
Concordia is a whulesale jobbing and distributing center. 
It enters into competition in certain mercantile lines with 
neighboring cities such as Salina, Abilene, Topeka, Atchi- 
son and Leavenworth, Kan.; Kansas City and St. Joseph, 
Mo.; Omaha, Lincoln and Beatrice, Neb., for the trade 
of the territory adjacent to Concordia. : 

Although these complaints attack the reasonableness 
of the rates in and of themselves, the evidence in support 
of that allegation consists principally of analyses made for 
the purpose of comparing the rates complained of with 
rates to the Missouri River cities and competing points 
in Kansas and Nebraska. The essence of the complaints 
is discrimination, and the evidence adduced and the aygu- 
ments based thereon are directed chiefly to that issue. 
The gist of the testimony relates to the competition which 
Concordia meets from Beatrice and Lincoln, Neb., the 
Missouri River cities, and Topeka and Salina, Kan. It 
is specifically averred that the adjustment of rates from 
the points of origin indicated to Concordia and the com- 
peting points named is unduly preferential to the latter 
and unjustly prejudicial to Concoridia. 


No. 7605. Rates from Mississippi River Points and East 
Thereof. 


Subsequent to the filing of this complaint some of the 
rates attacked were slightly reduced as a result of re- 
adjustments necessitated by our findings in State of Kan- 
sas vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 27 I. C. C., 673 (The Traffic 
World, July 26, 1913, p. 209), more particularly referred 
to hereinafter. Further reductions were made following 
our decision in Iowa State Board of Railroad Commission- 
ers vs. A. E. R. R. Co., 28 I. C. C., 193 (The Traffic World, 
Aug. | 16, 1913, p. 371); 563 (The Traffic World, Jan. 3, 
1914, p. 6). The complaint was amended to bring the 
changed rates in issue, All rates herein are stated in 
cents per 100 pounds. 

The class and commodity rates and the average dis- 
tances and short-line distances, as shown on the record, 
from Mississippi River crossings to Concordia, Missouri 


River cities, and the other cities alleged to be preferred 
are stated in the following table: 


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF RATES ON CLASSES A 
COMMODITIES ‘FROM MISSISSIPPI RIVER CROSSINGS 
q 3 ORDIA AND T 5 
PETING POINTS NAMED. ae 


To To To 
From Con- Bea- To To To Missourj 
Mississippi cordia. trice. Lincoln. Salina. Topeka. 
River *453 *398 *384 *463 *337 
**479 **456 **464 **463 **344 
First class $0.72 
Second class ... .57 
Third class 
Fourth class ... 
Fifth 
Class A 
Class 
Class 
Class 
Class E 
Agricultural im- 
plements 
Agricultural im- 
plements and 
wagons 
Canned goods 
and beans .... 
Coffee 
Bags and bagging 
Bags and bagging 
Paper 
Paper and paper 
articles 
Building paper.. 
Starch 


Pp “40 
Wire and nails... .44 d 
* Average short-line distance from Mississippi River cross- 
ngs. 
** Short-line distance from St. Louis, Mo. 


Sugar, beans, canned goods and coffee, which move to 
Beatrice and Concordia on fifth class rates, are some of 
the principal commodities in respect of which complain- 


ants assert that the present adjustment of rates from — 


the Mississippi River places them at a disadvantage in 
the territory adjacent to Concordia. They earnestly com- 
plain of the alleged discrimination in the rates on sugar 
in carloads from St. Louis, and cite the fact that Salina 
enjoys a commodity rate of 30 cents, or only 2 cents 
higher than the rate to Beatrice, whereas the rate to 
Concordia is 44 cents. 


Complainants present exhaustive analyses of the ratés 
cited, showing the per ton-mile, per car, and per car-mile 
revenues. They also show that through class and com- 
modity rates from St. Louis to Concordia are a much 
higher per cent of the combination of intermediate rates 
on Missouri River crossings than are the through rates 
from St. Louis to Beatrice and Lincoln. Taking the av- 
erage distances from Mississippi River crossings, it is 
shown that the average distance to Concordia is 114 per 
cent of that to Beatrice, 118 per cent of that to Lincoln, 
155 per cent of that to Missouri River cities, 134 per cent 
of that to Topeka, and but 98 per cent of that to Salina. 
Complainants suggest various constructive rates based 
upon this distance relationship and show that the rates 
to Concordia would be materially lower in nearly all in- 
stances if they were made the same per cent of rates 
to the respective competing points that the average dis- 
tance from the Mississippi River to Concordia is of the 
average distances to the respective competing points. 

Comparison is made of the present rates to Concordia, 
Beatrice, Lincoln, Salina and Topeka with the rates that 
would result from the application to those points of the 
Iowa-Nebraska-Kansas distance scale prescribed in Iowa 
State Board Railroad Commissioners vs. A. E. R. R. Co., 
supra. From this comparison it appears that the rates 
to Beatrice and Lincoln are substantially less, and to 
Topeka somewhat less, than the rates that would result 
from the application of that scale. The rates to Con- 
cordia and Salina, however, are with few exceptions some- 
what higher than they would be under that scale. 


Rates on Canned Goods, Etc., from Louisville, Ky., and 
Baltimore, Md. 


The rate on canned goods and preserves from Louis- 
ville, Ky., to Concordia is 57.8 cents. An exhibit filed by 
complainants shows the following comparison of that rate 
and the distance to Concordia with rates and distances to 
competing points: 
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF DISTANCES AND RATES 
ON CANNED GOODS AND PRESERVES, CARLOADS, 
FROM LOUISVILLE, KY., TO CONCORDIA AND TO COM- 
PETING POINTS NAMED. 


From Louisville to— Miles. Rates. 
MONCOTHIA. 2. oes cece escent ees eenncesccreseccepersoves 727 57.8 
RL Ee sid seein os Gees cs Sb CRETE N40 be eee. ONES 672 43.8 
ORGS ids 6h VEE oe ds chad og eS as bids daiwa canner 658 40.8 
SG: * ances Gs abn b OW x uae a Rigs 69.4 Ss Fs wR ETAL Seuss 737 *49.7 
SOK. Neaas cw ak ® 9 ole wtb ebAwes <p scheivesies¢ en paele die? 611 41.8 
NOUN ME 9c klk SESE bb on ds j-0.as bees te asaseces’s 567 35.8 

*Preserves, 52.7 cents. 


The rates on canned goods, carloads, from Baltimore to 
Concordia and competing points named via rail-and-water 
routes were changed subsequent to the filing of the com- 
plaint and were at the time of hearing as follows: 


From From 
Baltimore to— Rate. Baltimore to— Rate. 
COUN iccneteds téese< 71 EPS arr © ae? *67 
SLYOGE ink ccnseeesens 55 A 5 i op negnn bs Khe he Ke 53 
OONEE o's 6 0c fac pceean be 6 bs 51 Missouri River .......... 48 


*Does not apply on preserves. On mixed shipments which 
include preserves, combination of rates on MisSissippi River of 
69 cents applies. 

Complainants’ evidence and contentions respecting rates 
on canned goods and preserves from Louisville and Balti- 
more are of the same general character as have been 
stated in connection with class and commodity rates from 
Mississippi River points. 


Rates on Butter, Eggs and Poultry, Eastbound. 


The following table taken from one of complainants’ 
exhibits presents a comparison of the rates on butter and 
eggs in carloads from Concordia to. St. Louis, proper, 
and when destined to points east of the western termini 
of the trunk lines, with the rates on those commodities 
from the points at which complainants meet the most 
severe competition and which they allege are preferred 
in the adjustment of rates: 





. Average 
distances, 

To Mississippi River from— miles. Rates 
EL. CGE vic CbSo ed Paw OU s vwb bb WESdS ee OR eS 453 56 
ND sa eM et. site a MAES aigkades onan held os 398 40 
aE Oe ee. ie ane aden thw ee ee 64 384 39 
ir Sn OR, oa a ae sp eee caae comp hee aa avia 337 39 
Se PS IT SUE FORE ay reo Sag ee pa ee 408 45 
ION oS b's si eieiahind 16s: 4 bicbc 0 de kab e Vadhaas< eek 421 47 


The rates shown above are those to Mississippi River 
points proper. On traffic destined to points east of the 
western termini of the trunk lines the rates to the river 
are 1 cent less. Rates on dressed poultry are, in each 
instance, 14% cents less than the rates on butter and eggs. 

Concordia handles considerable quantities of butter, 
eggs and poultry at places east and north thereof, which 
are in common territory for buyers at Beatrice, Lincoln, 
Missouri River points and Topeka, and, to some extent, 
at Salina. Shipments are in some instances made direct 
to final destinations, but for the most part are concen- 
trated at Concordia and reshipped from there. A large 
proportion of these commodities is shipped to territory 
on and east of the Mississippi River. The Concordia 
dealers buy these products in competition with shippers 
at the competing points mentioned and insist that they 
are put to a great disadvantage by the differences in 
the rates to the Mississippi River proper, and also in 
those applicable on shipments destined to points east 
of the western termini of the trunk lines. The rate from 
Concordia to the Mississippi River proper being 56 cents 
and that from Beatrice 40 cents, complainants, selling 
as they do in common markets with their competitors, 
must absorb the difference in the freight rates. Wash- 
ington and Hanover, Kan., are points on the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy, 32 miles and 45 miles, respectively, 
east of Concordia. Washington is also reached by the 
Missouri Pacific and Hanover by the St. Joseph & Grand 
Island Railway. The rate from Washington, which is 9 
cents lower than that from Concordia, appears to bear a 
proper relationsihp to the rates from points farther east, 
such as Beatrice and Topeka. The rate from Concordia, 
however, is not properly aligned with the rates from 
Washington and other competing points named. 


Readjustments Following the Kansas Case. 


In State of Kansas vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co., supra, we 
Prescribed specific class rates from Mississippi River 
crossings to Salina, Topeka, Wichita, Hutchinson, Dodge 
City and Goodland, and required defendants to make a 
corresponding readjustment of their class and commodity 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


13 





rates to Kansas points generally. In readjusting their 
rates following our decisions in that case and in Iowa 
State Board of Railroad Commissioners vs. A. E. R. R. 
Co., supra, defendants continued in effect and reduced 
to some extent proportional class rates to Concordia from 
the Mississippi River, applicable on traffic originating east 
of the Indiana-Illinois state line. To Salina and other 
Kansas points one scale was made applicable both on 
traffic from the Mississippi River and from points be- 
yond. The local class rates from the Mississippi River 
to Concordia were reduced on classes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, A and 
C. These local class -rates are higher than the propor- 
tional class rates and apply on traffic from St. Louis and 
points taking the same rates, and as bases for through 
rates from Chicago, Peoria and other points from which 
through rates are made by the addition of differentials 
over St. Louis or other Mississippi River crossings. 

Prior to the changes resulting from those cases, the 
class rates from Mississippi River points to Concordia and 
Salina were as follows: 


To— 1 2 3 4 5 
Concordia: 

RED nbn cans chime panda’ 111 90% 73 57 48 

Proportional .......... 106 86% 70 54 46 
ee eee ee 116 95 77% 59 49 

To— A B se E 

Concordia: 

a 4916 387% 32% 2416 18% 

Proportional .......... 47 36 30% 23 17% 
EP ee ey eee es 51% 40% 34 26% 21 


The readjustment mentioned resulted in the establish- 
ment of the following local and proportional class rate 
scales from the Mississippi River to Concordia and Salina: 


To— 1 2 3 4 5 
Concordia: 

pO gh ee Pee ee 110 90 71 54 44 

Preppetional eA etewhey 106 86 68 51 42 
Salina: 

Local and proportional 107 88 72 55 45 

To— A B S Dd E 

Concordia: . 

SR erin Ade’sc0 cok 4814 37% 32 24% 18% 

Proportional .......... 46 36 30% 23 17% 
Salina: 

Local and proportional 47 38 31 24 19 


The manner and degree in which these changes affected 
the relationship of class rates as between Concordia and 
Salina, in cents per 100 pounds, is shown in the table 
below: 


1 2 3 4 5 
Advantage of Concordia over Salina in 
local and proportional rates prior to 
adjustment prescribed in the Kan- 


sas case: 
VME hk Ten cis ct Ri akseues cee heehee 5 4% 4% 2 1 
PROUT UINE oe ais SiS a ee fae UG heats 10 8% The 5 3 
Present advantage in rates on local 

traffic originating at Mississippi 

River crossings and points taking 

same rates, or arbitraries based 

shecann, such as Chicago, Peoria, 

etc.: 

Concordia over Salina.............se0 os eat 1 1 
Salina over Concordia ...............+. 3 2 OV ere 


Present advantage of Concordia over 
Salina in rates on traffic originating 
east of Indiana-Illinois state line: 


fe” Pa AS 1 2 4 4 3 
A B o:.2 E 
Advantage of Concordia over Salina in 
local and proportional rates prior to 
adjustment prescribed in the Kan- 
sas case: 
pO Be a RR Oe Pees Sea eee eee oe 2 3 so 3 
Pen 55s és isice +094 4% +g beh Ke's os 4% 4% 3 3% rt 
Present advantage in rates on _ local 
traffic originating at Mississippi 
River crossings and points taking 
same rates, or arbitraries based 
cuerne such as Chicago, Peoria, 
etc.: 
Concordia over Salina................- ane Bien See 
Salina over Concordia ..............+-. 1% i551 ee 
Present advantage of Concordia over 
Salina in rates on traffic originating 
east of Indiana-Illinois state line: - 
COMGUIIEED. oF 25s sae hn bob cg buteveweedaee 1 2 % 1 1% 


No. 7722. Commodity Rates from New Orleans, La. 


The following table shows the distances via direct 
routes and the rates from New Orleans to Concordia 
and competing points on bananas, sugar and canned goods, 
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in carloads, and on green and roasted coffee and rice, in 
carloads and less than carloads: 


eee ae 3 
: ev ev 

: ~ yet ine EE cae 

iS Cae ag age le © Ae a 

To— Cg @.%e. 8 8m , ae tf coer 

g=2 ah § EX so sU gH gO 5 

SE §0 & Gs $5 $4 go BH SS 

a ff. €6 6.6 ao 4:42 

Concordia ...... 1,013 90 45 58 61 70 66 75 56 70 

Beatrice 060 73 38 44 41 48 46 53 43 48 

Lincoln ........ ie 73 35 44 38 48 38 53 42 oe 

GONNA ci. ce cccs 980 73 40 54 53 69 58 74 44 «55 

Topeka ........ 905 73 40 48 45 55 50 60 44 655 

Kansas City... 868 65 32 38 35 40 35 45 37 .. 


A mercantile company at Concordia receives about 30 
carloads of bananas per year. The rate from New Or- 
leans is 90 cents; to Beatrice on the northeast, Topeka 
on the east, and Salina on the south the rate is 73 cents; 
to lower Missouri River cities the rate is 65 cents. It 
is insisted that in order to enable it to compete Con- 
cordia should have equally low rates. A witness for the- 
company mentioned testified that he meets competition 
from Beatrice in territory to the north of Concordia. 


Bananas from New Orleans to points in Kansas are 
usually transported through Kansas City. The short-line 
distances shown above are somewhat less than the dis- 
tances via the routes over which bananas are usually 
transported as found in Rates on Bananas from Gulf Ports, 
30 I. C. C., 510, 514 (The Traffic World, June 20, 1914, p. 
1245), where it was shown that the distances via the 
routes of movement are: 879 miles to Kansas City, 947 
miles to Topeka, 1,087 miles to Lincoln, and 1,076 miles 
to Beatrice. 

Complainants compare the per ton-mile, per car, and 
per car-mile revenues yielded by the rates trom New 
Orleans to Concordia on these commodities with the per 
ton-mile and per car-mile revenues yielded by the rates 
to competing points named. 

The short-line distances from New Orleans to Concordia, 
Beatrice and Salina are over the same lines of railroad 
and through the same junction points. Concordia is 47 
miles less distant from New Orleans than is Beatrice 
and 108 miles and 33_miles more distant than are Topeka 
and Salina, respectively. A witness for defendants testi- 
fied that only a comparatively small portion of the traffic 
is moved over the short-line routes which are composed 
of lines west of the Mississippi River; that rates from 
New Orleans to the Missouri River and to interior Kan- 
sas points are made by carriers operating east of the 
Mississippi River to Memphis and St. Louis in connection 
with carriers whose lines extend thence to the Missouri 
River and beyond; and that the superior service and 
equipment of the latter routes enable them to secure the 
greater part of the traffic. The short-line distance from 
St. Louis to Concordia is but 16 miles greater than that 
to Salina. The percentages that rates on sugar, green 
coffee, roasted coffee, rice and canned goods, in carloads, 
from New Orleans to Concordia exceed those to the com- 
peting points named is shown in the following table which 
we have compiled: 


Commodity and 


Destination. Rates. Percentage of rate difference. 
Sugar: 
Concordia. ........« 45 
Beatrice.......... 38 Concordia 20 per cent over Beatrice. 
Sree 40 Concordia 13 per cent over Topeka. 
EE) ces. 04.0 62 0 40 Concordia 13 per cent over Salina. 
Green coffee: 
Concordia......... 61, 
es 41 Concordia 50 per cent over Beatrice. 
Topeka........... 45 Concordia 38 per cent over Topeka. 
SS 53 Concordia 15 per cent over Salina. 
Roasted coffee: 
Concordia......... 66 
Beatrice.......... 46 Concordia 45 per cent over Beatrice. 
TTOMOMR. 62 esses 50 Concordia 32 per cent over Topeka. 
DREs bo 6¢'6% 80 vee 58 Concordia 15 per cent over Salina. 
Rice: 
Concordia......... 56 
Beatrice.......... 43 Concordia 30 per cent over Beatrice. 
— ty" ESPEN Se 44 Concordia 27 per cent over Topeka. 
ine oh sme wis 44 Concordia 27 per cent over Salina. 
Canned goods 
Concordia......... 68 
Beatrice.......... 44 Concordia cent over Beatrice. 


21 per 
bvedd veces’ 48 Concordia 21 per cent over Topeka. 
as dees ok «. 54 Concordia 7 per cent over Salina. 





Rates on Rice from Beaumont and Port Arthur. 


Complainants contend that Concordia should have at 


least as low rates as Beatrice on rice from Beaumont 
and Port Arthur, Tex. The rates are the same from both 
points of origin and are based on differentials of 5 cents 
in carloads and 1v cents in less than carloads under the 
rates from New Orleans. The following table, taken from 
one of complainant’s exhibits, shows the short-line dis- 
t.nces and the rates on carloads and less than carloads 
from Beaumont: 

Distance, 


To— miles. CrIa> EH C. Le 
CRIES ia eectian Se 4558 250s 3 ewe 925 51 60 
NE i lik ian ote Gieeatinincain i's 0 dnd ieee 962 38 43 
et lnpaln Bihe bs eG Sr gigty tar ee 980 37 42 
SER pie o aie e 3 ead Adee 660 odin koe 892 39 45 
SID 60-0 sinc. cbs Chiecmi adh « bec cs < ees 837 39 45 
RN, SES. inn. o'n 5 000s e a ebbowk os cdeeck 770 32 37 


Looking to the percentage relationship in the carload 
rates, we find that the rate to Concordia is 34 per cent 
higher than that to Beatrice, and 31 per cent higher than 
that to Topeka and Salina. 


Conclusions. 


The issues presented by these cases had their inception 
in, and the material issues are inseparably connected 
with, the alleged disadvantages of rate adjustments which 
affect the ability of complainants to do a jobbing business 
in the territory which they consider to be properly trib- 
utary to Concordia. It is shown that mercantile enter- 
prises, established in Concordia within comparatively re- 
cent times, meet keen competition from older and pre- 
sumably more firmly established dealers at competing 
points, such as Lincoln, Beatrice, the Missouri River cities, 
Topeka, and Salina, which have been commercial and 
industrial centers for many years. Each of the compet- 
ing cities is larger than Concordia; their advent as ship- 
ping centers antedates that of Concordia, and their volume 
of traffic naturally is greater. With the exception of 
Salina they havé natural advantages not enjoyed by Con- 
cordia, and their railroad locations are more favorable 
in many respects. Topeka, Beatrice and Lincoln all have 
the advantage of proximity to the Missouri River, and 
rates to those points have been affected largely by their 
advantageous geographical location. 

In earlier years rates from the Mississippi River and 
points east thereof to interior Kansas and Nebraska 
points were made on the Missouri River combinations. 
With the construction of new lines of railroad and the 
extension across the Missouri River of lines which for 
years had terminated at that waterway, new conditions 
developed. Competition of communities and carriers be- 
came more keen and the combination basis of rates began 
to break down at some of the more important points, 
such as Lincoln and Beatrice. Defendants’ evidence con- 
cerning the structure and the history of the rate adjust- 
ments from the Mississippi River and east thereof need 
not.be discussed at length here, for the Commission has 
considered and dealt with the general situation in other 
cases. Lincoln Board of Trade vs. B. & M. R. R. Co. in 
Neb., 2 I. C. C., 147; Lincoln Commercial Club vs. ’C., 
R. lL. & P. Ry. Co., 13 I. C. C., 319; State of Kansas vs. 
A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 27 I. C. C., 673 (supra); Beatrice 
Commercial Club vs. C., B. & Q. R. R., 31 I. C. C., 173 
(The Traffic World,.July to December, 1914, p. 218). 

Concordia is beyond the sway of the competitive infiu- 
ences which have determined the present adjustment of 
rates to Missouri River cities, and which in turn have 
been reflected at Topeka, Lincoln and Beatrice. The cir- 
cumstances and conditions surrounding transportation 
from the Mississippi River and points east thereof to 
Concordia are substantially dissimilar from those sur- 
rounding transportation to the other points named and 
do not justify as low rates, or rates conforming to the 
relative difference in distances, on traffic from that ter- 
ritory. As to such traffic, the situation of Concordia is 
more nearly parallel with that of Salina. The distances to 
Concordia and Salina are about equal and the transporta- 
tion and competitive conditions which affect the rates to 
both points are substantially the same. 

As to traffic from the southern states and from south- 
west of the Mississippi River, we have found in other 
cases that the situations of Topeka; Beatrice and Lincoln 
in respect of thée-relation of rates between those _ points 
on the one hand and the Missouri River cities on the 
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other is somewhat more favorable than it is with regard 
to traffic from the Mississippi River and east thereof. 
In view of this fact the carriers were required in Lincoln 
Commercial Club vs. C., R. I. & P. Ry. Co., supra, to 
establish rates to Lincoln on traffic from points in Kansas 
and territory south and west of the Mississippi River 
which, except as to certain commodities, were not higher 
than the rates to Omaha, to which Lincoln is intermediate. 
The demands of Beatrice, aided by carrier competition, 
later resulted in an adjustment of rates to that point 
designed to put it on a more nearly equal basis with 
Lincoln and Omaha. The different circumstances and 
conditions which distinctly affect traffic from the South 
and Southwest to Lincoln and Beatrice obtain in some 
degree at least in respect of traffic to Topeka. In Rates 
on Bananas from Gulf Ports, supra, Topeka’s proximity 
to the Missouri River, its favorable location on main lines 
of railroad, its shorter distance, and the fact that traffic 
was in some instances hauled through. Topeka to the 
northern points, were all potent factors in determining 
that the rates on bananas from the Gulf ports to Topeka 
were unjustly discriminatory as compared with rates on 
like traffic to Lincoln and Beatrice. 

The differences in distances via the several routes from 
New Orleans to Concordia and to Salina are so small 
that if distance alone were controlling they would be 
negligiible. The conditions and circumstances surround- 
ing the movement of these commodities from New Orleans 
are not, however, quite the same as those surrounding the 
movement of traffic in general from the Mississippi River 
and points east thereof. The rate on bananas from New 
Orleans to quite a group of important points in Kansas, 
such as Wichita, Hutchinson, Emporia, Topeka and Salina, 
is the same, 73 cents. To Concordia and other points in 
Kansas and Nebraska north of Salina the rates are higher. 
While there is not the same uniformity among the rates 
from New Orleans to this territory on sugar, coffee, rice and 
canned goods, the same principle of higher rates to points 
north of Salina is followed. We think’ that the rates on 
these commodities from-New Orleans to Concordia may 
reasonably be somewhat higher than to Salina, but that 
the present differences are too great. As stated, rates 
on rice from Beaumont and Port Arthur to Concordia 
and other points named in the complaint are adjusted 
differentially in relation to the rates from New Orleans. 
We find nothing in the record which would warrant us 
in disturbing that relationship. * 

Based upon consideration of all the facts of record, we 
find: 

1. That defendants’ present class rates to Concordia, 
Kan., applicable on traffic from St. Louis, Mo., and,points 
taking the same rates, are unreasonably prejudicial to 
Concordia to the extent that they exceed the class rates 
contemporaneously maintained by defendants for the 
transportation of like traffic from the same points of 
origin to Salina, Kan. 

2. That defendants’ present rates to Concordia, Kan., 
on sugar, coffee, beans, canned goods and sirup, in car- 
loads, applicable on traffic originating at St. Louis, Mo., 
and points taking the same rates, are unreasonbly preju- 
dicial to Concordia to the extent that they exceed de- 
fendants’ rates contemporaneously maintained for the 
transportation of like commodities from the same points 
of origin to Salina, Kan. 

3. That defendants’ present rates to Concordia, Kan., 
on agricultural implements, agricultural implements and 
wagons, bags and bagging, paper, paper and paper articles, 
building paper, starch, wire and nails, in carloads, ap- 
plicable on traffic originating at St. Louis, Mo., and points 
taking the same rates, are not shown to be unreasonable 
or prejudicial. 

4. That defendants’ present rates for the transporta- 
tion of butter, eggs and dressed poultry, in carloads, from 
Concordia, Kan,. to St. Louis, Mo., and points taking the 
same rates,’ and to St. Louis, Mo., when destined to points 
east of Buffalo, N. Y., or Pittsburgh, Pa., are unreason- 
ably prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that they ex- 
ceed by more than 3 cents per 100 pounds the rates 
contemporaneously maintained by defendants for the 
transportation of like traffic from Washington, Kan., to 
the said destination points and territories. 

5. That the present proportional class rates from St. 
Louis, Mo., to Concordia, Kan., applicable on traffic ortgi- 
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nating east of the Indiana-Illinois state line, are not shown 
to be unreasonable or prejudicial. 

6. That defendants’ present rates, applicable over their 
all-rail routes, for the transportation of canned goods, viz., 
canned fish, vegetables, fruits, jellies, jams, butters, pre- 
serves, mincemeat, sauerkraut, and pickles, in straight 
or mixed carloads, from Louisville, Ky., and for the trans- 
portation of like commodities over their rail-and-water 
routes from Baltimore, Md., to Concordia, Kan., are un- 
reasonably prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that 
they exceed the rates contemporaneously maintained by 
defendants for the transportation of like commodities over 
the same routes from the same points of origin to Salina, 
Kan. ; . 

7. That defendants’ rates for the transportation of ba- 
nanas, sugar, canned goods, green and roasted coffee, in 
carloads, and rice, in carloads and less than carloads, 
from New Orleans, La., to Concordia, Kan., are unrea- 
sonably prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that they 
exceed the rates contemporaneously maintained by de- 
fendants for the transportation of like commodities from 
New Orleans, La., to Salina, Kan., by more than the 
following differentials, in cents per 100 pounds: 
Differential. 

Commodities. L. Cia. ae ee 
Bananas 
Sugar 


Canned goods 
Green coffee 


8. That defendants’ rates for the transportation of rice, 
in carloads and less than carloads, from Beaumont and 
Port Arthur, Tex., to Concordia, Kan., are unreasonably 
prejudicial to Concordia to the extent that they exceed 
the rates contemporaneously maintained by -defendants 
for the transportation of rice from the same points of 
origin to Salina, Kan., by more than 4 cents per 100 
pounds, in carloads, and by more than 6 cents per 100 
pounds in less than carloads. 

It is expected that through rates on classes and com- 
modities to Concordia, Kan., from Chicago, Peoria and 
points taking the same rates shall continue to be made 
by the addition of the present differentials from said 
points of origin to St. Louis to the rates here established 
from St. Louis. 

Our findings herein with respect to rates on commodi- 
ties from New Orleans are without prejudice to any con- 
clusions which we may reach in cases Nos. 6119 and 6228, 
which involve rates on the same commodities from New 
Orleans to Kansas jobbing centers and to intermediate 
points in Kansas on the through routes from New Orleans 
to the Missouri River. 

Appropriate orders will be entered. 


LUMBER FROM LOUISIANA POINTS 


il. AND S. NO. 773 (39 I. C. C., 688-689) 
Submitted April 7, 1916. Opinion No. 3729. 


Proposed cancellation of joint through rates. on yellow pine 
lumber from producing points on the Louisiana Western 
R. R., Lake Charles & Northern R. R., and Morgan’s Louis- 
iana & Texas R. R. & S. S. Co. ae on the Santa Fe 
system in Texas, found not justified. 


C. W. Owen for Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas R. R. & S. S. 
Co., Iberia & Vermillion R. R. Co., Louisiana Western R. R. 
Co., and Lake Charles & Northern R. R. Co.; Drew Head for 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Ry. Co., Panhandle & Santa Fe Ry., 
and Fort Bolivar Iron Ore Ry.; E. H. Thornton for Galveston, 
Harrisburg & San Antonio Ry. Co., Texas & New Orleans R. R. 
Co., Houston & Texas Central R. R. Co., Houston, East and 
West Texas Ry. Co., and Houston & Shreveport R. R. Co. 


MEYER, Chairman: 

Rates on lumber from points in Louisiana to points in 
Texas are grouped both as to points of origin and des- 
tination. From points on its lines in Louisiana to points 
on its lines in Texas, the Santa Fe system publishes rates 
lower by an average of about 3 cents per 100 pounds 
than the rates from points in the same groups on other 
lines to the same destinations. By items in supplements 
published to become effective Jan. 4, 1916, it was pro- 
posed to cancel joint through rates on yellow pine lumber 
from points in Louisiana on the Louisiana Western Rail- 
road, Lake Charles & Northern Railroad, and Morgan’s 
Louisiana & Texas Railroad & Steamship Co. to- points 
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in Texas on the Santa Fe system. Upon protests of 
lumber mills located at Ragley, Eunice and Lake Charles, 
La., the operation’of these items was suspended until 
May 3, 1916, and later to Nov. 3, 1916. 

Respondents offered no evidence in support of the rea- 
sonableness of the combination rates which would result 
from the cancellation of the present joint through rates. 
Their only justification is the claim that producers of 
yellow pine lumber so compete among themselves that 
the manufacturer who has to pay the higher rates from 
points off the Santa Fe system cannot meet the compe- 
tition of the manufacturer located on that system; and 
that, therefore, rates from respondents’ lines to Santa Fe 
points cannot be used, and are mere paper rates to cancel 
which would affect no one. 

It appears that the joint through rates may be used. 
Better switching service and greater ease in obtaining 
cars from respondent lines makes of benefit to protestants 
the joint rates sought to be canceled. 

In Lumber Rates from Texas, Louisiana and Arkansas, 
28 I. C. C., 471 (The Traffic World, Nov. 29, 1913, p. 999), 
the Santa Fe sought to increase rates on lumber from 
points of production in Texas, Louisiana and Arkansas, 
received from connecting lines, to points in Oklahoma and 
Missouri. At page 47¢ we said: 

The broad fundamental question involved in this case is 
whether the Santa Fe should be permitted to retain for itself 
the lumber market at points on its line for the benefit of 
producing points on its line to the exclusion of all others, 
except under a penalty of 3% cents per 100 pounds. We think 
this is an exercise of a carrier’s rate-making power far too 
arbitrary and selfish to be permitted under the act. As a 
matter of sound policy under the law, a carrier is not justi- 
fied in attempting to restrict its traffic to movement between 

ints on its own line. Through rates are published from lum- 
Sco -meatounine points on the Santa Fe to points of consumption 
on other lines allowing free movement at competitive rates; 
and, similarly, the Santa Fe should maintain competitive rates 
og connecting lines wherever it is possible to do so without 
oss. 


A like situation was presented in Nona Mills Co. vs. 
K. C. S. Ry. Co., 39 I. C. C., 125 (The Traffic World, May 
13, 1916, p. 1000), where the Commission found joint rates 
on lumber from Leesville, La., by way of the Kansas City 
Southern and the Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe to points 
on the lines of the Santa Fe system, in the states of 
Texas and Oklahoma, to be unjustly discriminatory to the 
extent that they exeeed the rates contemporaneously 
maintained from points on the lines of the Gulf, Colorado 
& Santa Fe, in Louisiana, to the same points. 

We find and conclude upon a consideration of all the 
facts of record that respondents have not justified the 
proposed cancellation of the joint through rates in ques- 
tion, and an order in conformity with these findings will 
be entered. 


INCREASED CHARGES ON OYSTERS 


CASE NO, 7959* (39 I. C. C., 690-697) 

CHARLES PLATTS VS. NEW YORK, NEW HAVEN & 
HARTFORD RAILROAD CO. ET AL. / 
Submitted Jan. 18,1916. Opinion No. 3730. 


Effective in February, March and April, 1915, defendants filed 
tariffs providing, in e%ect, that they would thereafter dis- 
continue the absorption of bunker icing charges on ship- 
ments of oysters from the Atlantic seaboard to western 
points. Upon complaint that the resulting increased rates 
are unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory; Held, That 
the defendants have justified the increased charges on 
carload shipments of shucked oysters, but that the in- 
ereased charges on shipments of shucked oysters in less 
than carloads, and of oysters in the shell in carloads, have 
not been shown to be reasonable. Allegations of unjust 
discrimination not sustained. 


A. E. Beek for complainants; F. L. Ballard, H. J. Hart and 
Parker McCollester for defendants; L. D. Rosenheimer for 
Booth Fisheries Co., intervener. 





*The proceeding also embraces complaint in No. 8192, Oyster 
Growers’ and Dealers’ Assn. of North America vs, Baltimore & 
Ohio R. R. Co. et al. 


CLARK, Commissioner: 

Until the early part of 1915 a number of the carriers 
which participate in the transportation of oysters in car- 
loads from the Atlantic seaboard to points in the West 
absorbed the cost of the ice placed in the bunkers of 
refrigerator cars for the protection of the oysters in 
transit. Effective in February, March and April of that 
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year tariffs were filed which provided, in substance, that 
the practice of absorbing the icing charges would there- 
after be discontinued, and since that time the shippers 
have been obliged to pay the icing charges in addition 
to the transportation rates. The complainants allege that 
the increased charges are unreasonable, and the complaint 
in No. 8192 contains also an allegation of unjust discrimi- 
nation and a prayer for reparation. The complainant in 
No. 8192 is a voluntary organization of oyster growers 
and dealers. The complainant in No. 7959 is the chair- 
man of the traffic committee of that organization. The 
Booth Fisheries Co. of Chicago intervened. 

Oysters are grown in large quantities along the Atlantic 
seaboard, the principal production being in Long Island 
Sound and Chesapeake Bay. The shipping points located 
in what is known as the northern field are served chiefly 
by the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad, while 
those in the southern field are served chiefly by the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad and affiliated lines. All of the oysters 
consumed in the middle West are shipped from the At- 
lantic seaboard. 

Prior to 1912 oysters were not shipped extensively in 
carload quantities. It is said that no carload shipments 
moved before 1907 or 1908. A few years ago a large 
number of the growers and dealers of oysters formed an 
organization known as the Oyster Growers’ and Dealers’ 
Association of North America, one of the complainants 
herein. Plans were made by the association to increase 
the use of oysters as a staple food product, particularly 
in the West. The association sought and obtained from 
the Official Classification Committee, effective March 1, 
1912, the establishment of a first class rating on shucked 
oysters in carloads, the rating previously in effect having 
been one and one-half times first class, any quantity. The 
activity of the association and the establishment of a 
carload rating on a lower basis than the any-quantity 
rating previously in effect resulted in a material increase 
in the volume of oysters transported. Many shipments 
are now made to points as far west as Kansas City, Mo. 
During the season 1914-15 more than 5,400,000 pounds of 
oysters were shipped from South Norwalk, Conn., New 
Haven, Conn., Sayville, N. Y., and Warren, R. I., and dur- 
ing the calendar year 1914 the Star Union line, a fast 
freight line operating over the Pennsylvania system, car- 
ried 336 carloads of oysters from the Atlantic seaboard 
to points west of Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Oysters are usually shucked before shipment, and aré 
almost invariably shipped in refrigerator cars. The oyster 
meats are packed in tin or galvanized iron cans varying 
in size from 1 to 5: gallons. The cans are covered only 
with friction tops. After they are placed in the car the 
cans are surrounded with crushed ice, and a layer of ice 
varying in thickness from 12 inches to 24 inches is placed 
over them. The ice thus used in the interior of the car 
weighs from 1 to 4 tons, varying with the weather and 
the size of the shipment. In some instances, and espe- 
cially in the case of less-than-carload shipments, the cans 
are packed in ice in large barrels or other wooden con- 
tainers. Three or four tons of ice are also placed in 
the bunkers. A car thus iced can be hauled from the 
producing points in the East as far as Cleveland, O., or 
Detroit, Mich., without re-icing. On shipments to Chicago 
one re-icing of the bunkers is usually necessary, and when 
the destination is as far west as Omaha or Kansas City 
the inside of the car must be re-iced at the expense of 
consignor or consignee. Only the cost of the bunker 
icing is involved in this proceeding, the carriers never 
having absorbed any part of the cost of ice used in the 
interior of the car. 


Oysters are usually shipped from small towns along the 
coast at which the carriers do not maintain icing stations, 
and the ice, whether supplied by the carrier or by the 
shipper, is purchased from local dealers at prices which 
vary from $2.58 to $10 per ton, a fair average being $3 
or $3.50. Although some of the present tariffs state that 
the carriers, if requested to do so, will furnish the initial 
bunker ice at the current market price plus the cost of 
labor, the initial icing is almost invariably done by the 
shippers. The tariffs here under attack provide not only 
that the cost of the original bunker icing must be borne 
by the shipper, but that the carriers wiil impose a charge 
of $2.50 per ton for ice placed in the bunkers en route, 
this to include labor and salt. Before the tariffs here in 
issue became effective the carriers absorbed the cost of 
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all ice used in the bunkers, whether placed there at point 
of origin or at icing stations en route. The complainants 
do not contend that the proposed charge of $2.50 per ton 
is excessive, or that the classification ratings are unrea- 
sonable. They contend that the present transportation 
rates were made to include the bunker icing; that the icing 
service has not been a free service, and that the rates 
are sufficiently high to yield reasonable remuneration to 
the carriers for the transportation service after deducting 
the cost of bunker icing. : 

The minimum weight prescribed for carload shipments 
of shutked oysters is 15,000 pounds. The average loading 
is approximately 17,400 pounds. The ice inside the car 
and the containers are assessed the same rates as the 
oysters, some of the tariffs providing an estimated weight 
of 12 pounds per gallon, increased from 10 pounds about 
three years ago. The oysters themselves weigh approxi- 
mately 9 pounds per gallon, and the weight of the ice 
and containers averages 3 pounds per gallon of oysters. 
A carload contains approximately 1,500 gallons. 

The average cost of shucked oysters ready for shipment 
is approximately 84 cents per gallon. The freight rate 
from points on Chesapeake Bay on carload shipments is 
the Baltimore first class rate. That rate to Chicago is 
70.8 cents per 100 pounds, making the rate about 8.5 cents 
per gallon of shucked oysters, estimated weight 12 pounds 
per gallon. It was testified that the wholesale price of 
shucked oysters in Chicago usually varies from $1 to 
$1.15 per gallon. A statement filed of record by a repre- 
sentative of the Booth Fisheries Co., intervener, shows 
that for the season 1914-15 the price varied from $1.10 
to $1.75, and during the last season $1.25 to $1.65. The 
complainants’ principal witness estimates that the cost 
of bunker icing averages $12 to $14 per car. Figures sub- 
mitted by the carriers, based on 188 cars which moved 
in 1914, shows the average cost to be $16.24 per car. 
Since the average carload contains 1,500 gallons, it will 
be seen that the cost of bunker icing is in the neighbor- 
hood of 1 cent per gallon of oysters, less than 1 per cent 
of the wholesale price in Chicago. 

Much evidence has been addressed to the question as 
to whether the rates on oysters were originally made by 
the carriers with a view to obtaining from this traffic 
revenue which would insure a reasonable return for the 
transportation service over and above the cost of bunker 
icing, and for that reason the history of the rates and of 
the carriers’ practices has been shown at some length of 
record. 

Official Classification No. 1, published in 1887, provided 
that railroads “may” furnish ice for property rated third 
class or higher, the cost to be prorated by the carriers. 
This rule, like those in subsequent issues, was permissive 
in form, and individual lines were left free to adopt such 
rules and regulations in this respect as they chose. Until 
Oct. 23, 1913, the New York, New Haven & Hartford 
Railroad consistently refused to absorb any charges for 
icing. They were absorbed, however, by certain fast 
freight lines, which maintained a regular service from 
stations on the line of that carrier, as a result of keen 
competition with each other and with the express com- 
panies for this traffic. As the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad was the only carrier which served 
most of the shipping points in the northern field, it as- 
sumed a position of neutrality, refusing to bear any part 
of the absorption. Prior to 1906 the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road and its attiliated lines furnished free icing only by 
special arrangement where competition demanded it. Be- 
ginning with 1906 tariffs were published specifically au- 
thorizing the absorption of bunker icing charges on 
shipments of oysters. 

With a view to showing that the present rates on 
shucked oysters are sufficiently high to yield a fair re- 
turn to the carriers for the transportation service after 
deducting the cost of bunker ice, complainants compare 
the carload and less-than-carload ratings on shucked 
oysters first class and one and one-half times first class, 
respectively, with the ratings of other food products in 
Official Classification. They show, for example, that ba- 
nanas are rated third class in carloads and first class in 
less than carloads; that butter is rated second class, any 
quantity; fresh dressed meat, first class, any quantity, 
with much lower rates published by individual lines for 
the movement in carloads; cheese, third class, and quan- 
tity; fish, fresh or frozen, third class in carloads and first 
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class in less than carloads; and live lobsters, third class 
in carloads and first class in less than carloads. 

Some of these commodities, however, are so dissimilar 
to shucked oysters that the comparisons are not helpful. 
It is not shown that bananas are fairly comparable with 
oysters. Fresh meat moves in large volume eastbound, 
and competition with live stock is said to have been in 
part responsible for the lower rating on that commodity. 
Butter and cheese differ from oysters in that they are 
produced in many parts of the country, and move exten- 
sively in carload quantities throughout the year. The 
third class rating on live lobsters, in carloads, is said to 
have been established to permit them to move in mixed 
carloads with clams, fish and other sea food. The move- 
ment of live lobsters in straight carloads is negligible. 

Defendants direct our attention especially to the fact 
that the prescribed minimum carload weight for shucked 
oysters, 15,000 pounds, is lower than that on any other 
perishable food product, and that the average loading is 
only slightly in excess of the prescribed minimum. Using for 
purposes of comparison the commodities named by com- 
plainants, defendants show that the minimum weight on 
fish is 24,000 pounds and the actual loading as high as 
40,000 pounds. Fish move in much greater quantities than 
oysters, and are said to be less subject to deterioration. 
No minimum weights are prescribed for butter and cheese, 
the rating applying any quantity, but it is said that there 
is a heavy movement of butter, the shipments often weigh- 
ing 40,000 pounds or more. The loading of cheese is still 
heavier. Peaches and berriers, other than cranberries, 
are rated first class in carloads and one and one-half 
times first class in less than carloads, but the carload mini- 
mum on peaches is 20,000 pounds and on berries 17,000 
pounds. It does not appear that the defendants have 
ever offered free icing on peaches and berries. 

The relatively low minimum weight on shucked oysters 
is said to have been established for commercial: reasons. 
Small communities cannot consume more than 1,500 gal- 
lons of oysters within a few days, and a material increase 
in the minimum weight would tend to reduce the number 
of carload shipments. The necessity for prompt dispo- 
sition of the shipments after arrival at destination also 
makes a relatively low minimum advisable. 

Defendants show that the movement of shucked oysters 
in carloads is seasonal in character, beginning about the 
first of October and ending about the first of May; that 
the movement is wholly in one direction; that the best 
equipment must be used; and that the shipments are 
invariably given expedited service. 

Defendants have submitted evidence as to their earn- 
ings on this traffic. The short-line distance to Chicago 
from South Norwalk, Conn., is 969 miles. Based on the 
present first class rate of 78.8 cents per 100 pounds, a 
carload of oysters weighing 17,400 pounds yields the car- 
riers a revenue of $137.11, or 14.1 cents per car-mile. If 
icing charges in the sum of $16.24 are absorbed, the reve- 
nue for the transportation service is $120.87 per car, or 
12.5 cents per car-mile. On 336 carloads of shucked 
oysters which moved via the Pennsylvania lines in 1914, 
the average earnings were $124.76 per car, and 13.1 cents 
per car-mile, these figures not showing any deduction on 
aceount of the absorption of icing charges. These earn- 
ings can hardly be deemed excessive for the transporta- 
tion of a valuavle and perishable product which moves 
almost invariably in refrigerator cars, in expedited trains, 
in only one direction, and during only part of the year. 
For the year 1914 the Pennsylvania Railroad’s average 
revenue per loaded car-mile, on all traffic, was 16.3 cents. 
Even admitting that the former rating of one and one- 
half times first class was made with a view to including 
the cost of icing, which is not shown of record, it does 
not appear that the present carload rating was so made. 
On the contrary, it is affirmatively shown that the present 
carload rates on shucked oysters are not unreasonable 
for the transportation service. Complainants show that 
the rates were recently increased 5 per cent. Those in- 
creases were small, however, in comparison with the re- 
duction in charges which followed the establishment of 
the carload rating in 1912. The rate on shucked oysters, 
in carloads, from Baltimore to Chicago from 1904 to 1909 
was $1.005 per 100 pounds. From 1909 to 1912 the rate 
was $1, while the present rate, including the 5 per cent 
increase, is 70.8 cents. 

For icing less-than-carload shipments the tariffs under 
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attack provide additional charges on a sliding scale, vary- 
ing with the first class rate, as follows: 
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There is practically no evidence of record in support 
of the present charges for the refrigeration of less-than- 
carload shipments, the defendants explaining in their 
brief that they failed to go into this question at greater 
length “for the reason that the movement in less-than- 
carload lots appears unimportant.” On shipments weigh- 
ing less than 10,000 pounds it has been customary for the 
shippers to bear the icing costs, except in a few instances 
where certain fast freight lines maintained an established 
service. The defendants have not shown how the present 
charges compare with those paid by shippers prior to the 
filing of the tariffs now under consideration, nor has any- 
thing been said in justification of the sliding scale. The 
defendants are apparently entitled to a reasonable charge 
for the icing of less-than-carload shipments, when they 
perform that service, but we must find on the record that 
the propriety of the present charges has not been estab- 
lished. 

There is also comparatively little evidence of record 
as to the reasonableness of the increased rates on ship- 
ments of oysters in the shell, which at the time of hearing 
were rated third class, any quantity. This rating has 
been changed. Since Jan. 1, 1916, oysters in the shell are 
rated third class in carloads and second class in less than 
carloads. The complaint, however, was as to oysters in 
the shell in carloads. There is no evidence of record 
which would enable us to determine whether or not the 
present transportation rates are sufficiently high to war- 
rant the absorption of the icing charges. The movement 
of oysters in the shell is relatively small, approximately 
95 per cent of the oysters being shucked before shipment. 

Upon consideration of the entire record we find and 
conclude that the defendants have established the reason- 
ableness of the increased Charges on shipments of shucked 
oysters, in carloads. We further find that the increased 
charges for the transportation of less-than-carload ship- 
ments of shucked oysters, and for the transportation of 
oysters in the shell in carloads, have not been shown to 
be reasonable. 

It is alleged in one of the complaints that the increased 
rates are unjustly discriminatory, but no testimony was 
submitted in support of that allegation. It affirmatively 
appears that the icing charges are uniformly applied on 
shipments from all the points of production. 


The complainants ask reparation. The freight charges, 
including the cost of icing, are usually paid by the con- 
signees. The Oyster Growers’ and Dealers’ Association 
of North America, complainant, includes within its mem- 
bership both consignors and consignees. A list of the 
members of the association, on whose behalf reparation 
is prayed, was attached to and made a part of the com- 
plaint. The defendants having failed to justify the in- 
creased charges upon less-than-carload shipments of 
shucked oysters, and upon carload shipments of oysters 
in the shell, it follows that such of the named members 
of the association as made such shipments under the in- 
creased charges and paid and bore the charges thereon 
are entitled to reparation, and we so find. The amount 
of reparation due cannot be determined on the present 
record. Complainant’s members who have made ship- 
ments of oysters and paid the rates found not to 
have been justified herein should prepare a statement 
showing as to each shipment on which reparation is 
claimed, the date of movement, point of origin, route, 
final destination, weight, rate applied, charges collected, 
and the amount of reparation due under our findings 
herein, together with proof that they bore the charges, 
which statement should be submitted to defendants for 
verification. Upon receipt of a statement so prepared by 
complainant and verified by defendant we will consider 
the entry of an order awarding reparation. 

Appropriate order will be entered. 
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STOPPAGE IN TRANSIT OF FARM 
WAGONS 


1. AND S. NO. 750 (39 I. C. C., 731-733) 
Submitted March 21, 1916. Opinion No. 3735. 


Proposed cancellation of rules permitting the stopping in tran- 
sit of carload shipments of farm wagons for the purpose 
<i partial unloading in Eastern Trunk Line territory justi- 


W. J. Evans for National Implement and Vehicle Assn.: W. 
I. Grove for Milburn Wagon Co.; H. A. Milling and W..F. Pape 
for International Harvester Co. of America: L. F. Ryer for 
Studebaker Corporation; J. H. Miller for Emerson-Brantingham 
Co.; Ernest S. Ballard for respondents, 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

By tariff schedules, filed to take effect Dec. 1, 1915, 
and Jan. 1, 1916, respondents proposed to cancel their 
rules applicable in eastern trunk line territory which 
permit carload shipments of farm wagons to be stopped 
in transit for the purpose of partial unloading at a charge 
of $5 for each stop. Upon protest by the National Imple- 
ment & Vehicle Association the schedules were suspended 
until March 30, 1916, and later until Sept. 30, 1916. 

The present rules, which were established in 1912 at 
the request of wagon manufacturers, permit the stoppage 
in transit of carload shipments of wagons at one or more 
intermediate points at and east of the western termini 
of trunk line territory for the removal of parts of the 
shipments. Freight charges are assessed at the carload 
rate from point of origin to final destination upon the 
total weight of the shipment at the point of origin plus 
a charge of $5 for each stop in transit. Protestants state 
that in practice they sell their wagons in approximately 
half carload lots; that, therefore, only one stop in transit 
is necessary; and that it would be satisfactory to them 
if the service were restricted to one stop. It is also 
stated that all loading and unloading is performed by the 
consignor and the consignees. 

Witnesses for protestants, who represented a number 
of the largest agricultural implement and vehicle manu- 
facturers in the country, testified that while the percent- 
age of their business upon which they could take advantage 
of the rules is comparatively small, it is nevertheless 
substantial and capable of development. They contend 
that the continuance of the rules is essential to the com- 
mercial distribution of their product. There are usually 
20 wagons in a carload and they generally are sold in 
two lots. The purchasers usually are located in rural 
communities and are unable to take a whole carload of 
wagons at one time because of the light demand for 
wagons, lack of storage space, and financial handicaps. 
There is, of course, sharp competition between the various 
large wagon manufacturers, but the controlling compe- 
tition is said to be with small manufacturers in the con- 
suming territory, who build wagons and deliver them 
without rail transportation. Protestants state that it has 
been and will continue to be impossible for them to com- 


’ pete with the so-called local manufacturers in the territory 


here involved on the less-than-carload rates applicable 
to their shipments; that all of this class of business which 
they now have has been built up since the rules in issue 
became effective. 

The carriers proposed on various dates between Dec. 1, 
1914, and March 1, 1915, to cancel these rules, together 
with a number of other similar rules in effect in Official 
and Western classification territories. In Stopping of 
Cars in Transit to Complete Loading, 36 I. C. C., 130 (The 
Traffic World, Sept. 4, 1915, p. 568), after fully discussing 
the advantages and disadvantages accruing to shippers 
and carriers under such rules, we found that the proposed 
cancellations had not been justified and ordered the 
tariffs canceled. But we added that— 


This conclusion is not to be construed as approving all of the 
existing rules and regulations governing this service on the 
various commodities included in the suspended tariffs; nor as 
implying that the service must be continued indefinitely on all 
of the commodities now included in the tariffs or in all 


localittes. 

The immediate reason for the proposed cancellation is 
said to be the protection of the carriers’ less-than-carload 
revenue and the elimination of a preferential service not 
generally afforded for other articles. Stoppage in transit 
to complete loading or for partial unloading at points in 
trunk line territory is said to apply principally to the 
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traffic in live stock, live poultry, fresh dressed meats, pack- 
ing-house products and provisions and to be necessary for 
such traffic because of its nature and its commercial dis- 
tribution. Another reason given for canceling these rules 
is that they have been cited in attempts by shippers to 
secure the same service for other traffic. 

We find that respondents have justified the cancellation 
of the rules in question, and our orders of suspension will 
be vacated. 


An order will be entered accordingly. 


HARLAN, Commissioner, concurring. 

The respondent carriers, in justifying the tariffs here 
under consideration, explained that the underlying reason 
for the proposed withdrawal of the rules in question was 
the suggestion made in the Five Per Cent case, 31 I. C. C., 
351 (The Traffic World, Aug. 3, 1914), that the carriers 
should take steps to conserve their revenues by curtailing 
special privileges and service concessions to shippers 
when that could justly be done. They also stated that 
the carriers in trunk line territory, conforming to that 
suggestion, have undertaken such a revision. Various 
changes have already been made; in some cases the 
inadequate charges previously in effect have been in- 
creased so as more closely to approximate a reasonable 
compensation for the service rendered; in other cases 
charges have been established for special services thereto- 
fore performed without charge; and in still other cases 
special advantages and free services have been entirely 
eliminated. Falling within the latter class is the “stop- 
off privilege” on farm wagons described upon this record. 
This service the respondent carriers concluded should be 
withdrawn in order to protect their less-than-carload reve- 
nues and at the same time to discontinue a preferential 
service that relatively few shippers are in a position to 


use and which is not generally accorded to other traffic. 


My views respecting the constructive course in these 
matters suggested by the Commission in the Five Per 
Cent case, supra, were fully discussed in Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia vs. R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C., 551, 559 
(The Traffic World, April 15, 1916, p. 793), and it will 
suffice here to repeat that if the rate structure of this 
country is to be put upon a sound basis and be freed 
from undue preferences and unlawful concessions, the 
principles announced in the Five Per Cent case must be 
broadly and effectively applied. 





DECISION REAFFIRMED 


The Commission has reaffirmed, on rehearing, its deci- 
sion in No. 5537, Anderson-Tully Company vs. Alabama & 
Vicksburg et al., Op. No, 3736, 39 I. C. C. 734-6. The former 
finding was that the rate charged on box shooks from 
Vicksburg to Port Arthur, Tex., over the Vicksburg, Shreve- 
port & Pacific and connections was unreasonable, but that 
the rate on such shipments over the Yazoo & Mississippi 
Valley and connections has not been shown to be unrea- 
sonable. Commissioners Harlan and Daniels dissented. 


CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7199, United Cigar 
Manufacturers’ Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe et al., 
Opinion No, 3737, 39 I. C. C., 737-8, holding that the double 
first class rating on bent “vitrolite”’ signs in less than car- 
loads from Chicago to points on the defendants’ lines in 
Western Classification territory and the charges collected 
on such shipments had not been shown to be unreasonable. 


CLASSIFICATION OF FENCE GATES 


Reparation has been ordered in No. 7621, Rowe Manufac- 
turing Company vs. the C. B. & Q. et al., Op. No. 3739, 
39 I. C. C. 744-6. The Commission found that Western 
Classification first-class rating applicable prior to Novem- 
ber 1, 1913, to fence gates made of iron and wood in less 
than carloads was unreasonable and unjustly discrimina- 
tery because in excess of third class. The third-class rat- 
ing is now in effect. Reparation will be made on various 
shipments from Galesburg, II. 
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LUMBER COMPLAINTS DISMISSED 


The Commission has dismissed the three complaints of 
Trexler Lumber Company vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al., No. 
7235, and sub numbers 1 and 2 of the same company against 
the same railroads, Opinion No. 3741, 39 I. C. C. 753-4. The 
complainants alleged that because of misrouting unreason- 
able charges were assessed on a number of carloads of 
lumber shipped in 1910 and 1911 from various points in 
South Carolina and Georgia to destinations in New Jersey 
and New York...agz-¥ were dismissed because they were 
not filed within two years after the cause of action accrued 
nor within a reasonable time after the Commission had 
notified the lumber company that the claims could not*be 
adjusted informally. The complaint in the main case was 
disposed of in an unreported opinion which held against 
the complainant, but it was reopened. The complainants 
delayed so much that neither it nor the sub-complaints, 
which differ from it, could be considered. 


ACCIDENT OF BILLING 


In No. 7297, Walter R. Kirk vs. Missouri, Kansas & 
Tex. Co. of Texas, et al, Opinion No. 3742, 39 I. C. C., 
755-6, the Commission has held that charges on one Car- 
load of grease from Dallas, Tex., to Mobile, Ala., exported 
to Havana were illegal to the extent that they exceeded 
those that would have accrued at the legal rate of 18 cents 
a hundred pounds. Reparation was awarded to the extent 
of $69.22. Through inadvertence the words “for export” 
were omitted from the bill of lading. The Commission, in 
disposing of the matter, said: “It is well settled that the 
character of a shipment and not the accidents of billing 
determine its nature and the evidence shows clearly that 
the shipment was an export shipment from the outset. 
The rate legally applicable therefor was the export rate 
of 18 cents” instead of the domestic rate of 40 cents. 


WATER CONNECTION DENIED 


CASE NO. 7916 (39 I. C. C., 757-759) 
INDIANA TRANSPORTATION CO. VS. GRAND RAPIDS, 
HOLLAND & CHICAGO RAILWAY. 

Submitted Noy. 29, 1915. Opinion No. 3743. 

Upon petition for the establishment of through routes and 
joint rates and for a physical connection between peti- 
tioner’s water line and defendant’s rail line, and for pro- 
portional rates’ from the port to which traffic is brought by 
petitioner; Held, That the evidence fails to show such public 
necessity for the route and rates asked for as to warrant 
the exercise of the authority granted by the Act to regu- 
late commerce. Complaint dismissed, ‘ 





Charles Conradis and Arthur B. Hayes for complainant; 
Diekema, Kollen & Ten Cate for defendant. “ 


McCHORD, Commissioner: 

Complainant, a corporation under the laws of the state 
of Indiana, operating a line of boats for the transportation 
of freight and passengers on Lake Michigan, between 
Chicago, Ill., and Saugatuck, Mich., asks in this proceeding 
that the defendant be required to join with complainant 
in the construction and maintenance of a physical con- 
nection at Saugatuck, and for the establishment of through 
routes and joint rates on interstate traffic over such con- 
nection to all points on defendant’s line, and that propor- 
tional rates be established from the port of Saugatuck 
to points on the line of defendant. The complainant now 
has joint rates with connections at Chicago and files its 
tariffs with this Commission, makes reports thereto, and 
otherwise subjects itself to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission. 

Defendant, an electric railroad engaged in interstate 
commerce, Owns and operates a railroad for the trans- 
portation of freight and passengers between Holland, 
Micn., a port on Lake Michigan, and Grand Rapids, Mich., 
and over a branch line between Holland and Saugatuck. 
Defendant now has physical connection at Holland and 
Interurban pier with the Graham & Morton boat line 
operating between Holland and Chicago. 

By existing through routes traffic from Chicago moves 
over the Graham & Morton boat line to Interurban pier 
near Holland, a distance by water of about 93 miles; 
thence over the line of the defendant to Grand Rapids, 
a farther distance of 32% miles, and to Saugatuck by 
the branch line from Interurban pier, 11 miles. Were 





the through route asked for established the movement 
would be from Chicago by complainant’s boat line to 
Saugatuck, 89 miles; thence over the 11-mile branch of 
defendant’s line to Interurban pier; thence over defend- 
ant’s main line, 32% miles to Grand Rapids. The de- 
fendant railway has never paid any dividends and its 
branch line to Saugatuck is being operated at a loss. 
Its roadbed and track from Interurban pier to Grand 
Rapids are better than over its branch line, and its 
schedules have been made to fit the sailing and arriving 
time of the Graham & Morton line.*-.«pensive and ade- 
quate terminals and connections exist at Holland and 
Interurban pier. 

Both complainant and the Graham & Morton line have 
adequate facilities at Chicago for the receipt, delivery 
and interchange of traffic, although the facilities for the 
receipt and delivery of freight of the Graham & Morton 
line are somewhat more convenient to teamsters than are 
those of the complainant. 

Through routes between Chicago and these Michigan 
points now exist to all points which would be reached 
by the proposed through route, and complainant does not 
attack the reasonableness of existing joint rates nor does 
it present any testimony seeking or tending to show that 
lower joint rates should be made over the proposed route 
than the existing joint rates over the present route. De- 
fendant shows that the cost of’the service to it would 
be greater over the proposed route than over the existing 
route. No testimony was offered upon which to base a 
finding as to the amount of the proportional rates from 
Saugatuck, and the prayer for proportional rates seems 
in effect to have been abandoned. 

Complainant owns no dock at Saugatuck, but has a 
lease for the use of part of a dancing pavilion which it 
uses. This lease expires in 1916, and it appears that the 
amusement company which owns the pier has gone into 
bankruptcy. It was shown, however, that a renewal of 
the lease could probably be obtained. It is with this 
leased dock facility that a physical connection is asked. 
Complainant, while presenting a map of a proposed con- 
nection 145 feet long with a grade of 10 feet for that 
length, assumed that no burden rested upon it to furnish 
estimates of the cost thereof. Such cost as shown by 
defendant would be, if piling was found unnecessary, $985, 
or, if piling was found necessary, $1,485. Even at this 
cost the connection would be much less satisfactory than 
existing connections in Holland and to construct a fully 
ane connection would require the expenditure of 

4,300. 

In addition to the cost of constructing and operating 
the physical connection, to make practical such connec- 
tion defendant would have to alter its schedule over its 
branch from Saugatuck to Holland or Interurban pier and 
add other and larger equipment. It was not shown that 
any additional business would result were the prayer of 
the complainant granted. Complainant is not making 
more than operating expenses and the defendant is now 
losing money on its Saugatuck branch. The present serv- 
ice is satisfactory. To have a competing boat would be, 
of some advantage to the points on defendant’s line. The 
only advantage that would result to Saugatuck would be 
that business now transported by the Graham & Morton 
line would to some extent be transferred to complainant, 
thus making the continuance of a boat line to Saugatuck 
more certain. Such advantage to Saugatuck, and the in- 
creased traffic to complainant, would be at the expense 
of the defendant and the Graham & Morton line. 

Our jurisdiction is not questioned and clearly exists 
under the Panama Canal act, but under the circumstances 
and conditions shown of record we are of opinion and 
find that there is not such a case presented as to warrant 
us in requiring the construction of connecting tracks of 
the dock used by complainant, nor to require the estab- 
lishment of the through route or the proportional rates 
prayed for. The complaint will be dismissed. 


HEATED CAR SERVICE 


An order of dismissal has been entered in No. 7987, 
Cheese Dealers’ Association Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe et al., Opinion No. 3745, 40 I. C. C., 1-3, the Com- 
mission holding that charges for heated car service on 
shipments of cheese in carloads from points in Wisconsin 
to destinations in Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, North Da- 
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kota and South Dakota had not been shown to be unrea- 
sonable or unjustly discriminatory. 


COAL CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8342, Marquette Coal 
Company vs. Pennsylvania R, R. et al., opinion No. 3746, 
40 I. C. C. 4-6, holding that the legal rate on shipments of 
coal from Bolivar, Pa., to West Albany Transfer, N. Y., 
for beyond, reconsigned to the Albany Southern at 
Stuyvesant Falls, was the combination of $2.50 a ton 
based on Hudson and that the defendants legally applied 
the rate of $1.90 to Hudson. The coal was billed “via 
Hudson.” If it had been billed to Hudson Upper, the Al- 
bany Southern would not have had to pay 15 cents a ton 
to the Boston & Albany for taking the coal from Hudson to 
Hudson Upper. For that movement from Hudson to Hud- 
son Upper, the contract between the Boston & Albany and 
the Albany Southern calls for the payment of a charge of 
15 cents a ton on all carload freight. The rate, so far as 
the shipper is concerned, is $1.90 a ton regardless of wheth- 
er the destination is Hudson or Hudson Upper. The coal in 
question was bought for fuel purposes by the Albany 
Southern. The Commission did not undertake to pass on 
the contractual question arising between the Albany South- 
ern and the Boston & Albany. 


RATING NOT UNREASONABLE 


In No. 7487, Western Felt Works vs. Wabash et al., 
opinion No. 3747, 40 I. C. C., 7-9, the Commission held that 
the Official Classification first-class rating on cotton shoddy 
garment padding in less than carloads from Chicago to 
New York had not been shown to be unreasonable. The 
complainant asked for a lower rating and especially that 
which applies to cotton shoddy lining rated under rule 25, 
or fifteen per cent less than second class. 


RATE ON APPLES 


The Commission has dismissed No, 8331, D. E. Mowry 
Company vs. the New York, New Haven & Hartford, Op. 
No. 3749, 40 I. C. C. 16-17, holding that a rate of 13 cents 
on apples from New Hartford, Granby and Simsburg, Conn., 
and Southwick, Mass., to Milford, Mass., was neither un- 
reasonable nor unjustly discriminatory. 


RATE ON DRIED GARLIC 


In No. 8195, Produce Distributors’ Co. vs. Lehigh Valley 
et al., Opinion No. 3750, 40 I. C. C., 17-19, the Commission 
has found the charges collected on a carload of dried 
garlic and lemons from New York to Seattle were without 
tariff authority, but not unreasonable or unjustly discrimi- 
natory, as alleged in the complaint. There was only one 
box of lemons in the shipment, so the charge on it was 
only technically in issue. The question was as to whether 
the container of the garlic came within the classification 
description. The container was of woven rattan with 
tops of the same material, fastened to the body with a 
cord. Charges were collected at the rate of $2.25 a hun- 
dred pounds under Western Classification applying on 
“garlic, dry, in baskets with solid or slatted wooden tops.” 
Subsequently the charges were corrected to $1.875 as ap- 
plicable on dried vegetables in barrels or boxes. Still 
later the charge was brought down to $1.50 a hundred, 
which is and was the rate on dried garlic in crates. 


REPARATION ON WHEAT 


In the complaint of the Cairo Milling Company vs. Mo- 
bile & Ohio et al., No. 8168, Opinion No. 3751, 40 I. C. C. 
20-22, the Commission has awarded reparation on account 
of wheat shipped from East St. Louis, milled in transit 
into flour at Cairo, and shipped to Port Chalmette, La., for 
export. A rate of 13.5 cents was imposed instead of the 
export rate of 10.5 cents. 


OVERCHARGES ON OATS 


v 
The Commission has allowed reparation in No. 7931, 
Spaulding Elevator Company vs. Canadian Pacific et al., 
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Opinion No. 3752, 40 I. C. C. 22-28, on account of over- 
charges on two carloads of oats from Assiniboia, Saskatche- 
wan, Canada, to Warren, Minn. A combination rate of 
30.3 was assessed. The Commission found a rate of 29.8 
should have been applied. Overcharges were made on the 
part of the rate to Duluth and on the part of the rate from 
Duluth back to Warren. 


RATES ON PEANUTS 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7700, Western Grocer 
Company et al., vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., Opinion No. 
3758, 40 I. C. C. 53-55, holding that class rates applying on 
peanuts from Virginia points to Marshalltown, Des Moines 
and Waterloo, Iowa, were reasonable during their applica- 
tion between August 1, 1913, and April 1, 1914. They 
were proportional class rates from the Mississippi River 
to the destinations. The proportional rate challenged was 
19 cents. At present the rate is 16.3 cents. 


PHOSPHATE ROCK 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7524, Swift & Co. 
vs. Louisville & Nashville et al. 40 I. C. C., 56-58, in 
which a rate of $3.70 on phosphate rock from Mt. Pleas- 
ant, Tenn., to Chicago was attacked as unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory in comparison with the rate of 
$3.60 from Mt. Pleasant to Hammond, Ind. The lower 
rate to Hammond was maintained only for eleven months. 
The Commission was unable to say that that discrimina- 
tion had been injurious to Swift & Co. 


BUILDING MATERIAL 


The Commission has awarded reparation in No. 7705, 
Bristol Door & Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al., Opinion 
No. 3764, 40 I. C. C., 69-70, on account of unreasonable 
charges on a mixed carload of doors, balusters, moldings, 
rough lumber, dressed lumber, medicine cabinets and 
panel backs from Bristol, Tenn.-Va., to Passaic, N. J. 
The car was billed as building material, for which there 
is no classification. The Commission sorted the carload, 
applied the proper rates and awarded reparation on the 
medicine cabinets and panel backs. 


GRANITE MONUMENTS 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7508, M. Moore 
Granite & Monumental Works vs. Ill. Central et al., Opin- 
ion No. 3767, 40 I. C. C., 77-79, holding that the rate on 
portions of two shipments of granite monuments and 
parts from Barre, Vt., to Hillside, Ill. was not shown 
to be unreasonable. The complainant also alleged unjust 
discrimination in that higher charges were assessed on 
granite used for monumental purposes than on granite 
of like character used as building stone. That discrimi- 
nation, having been removed in another case, there was 
no necessity for passing on it in this one. 


DAMAGES AND COUNSEL FEES 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7685, Benjamin Peller 
vs. Pennsylvania Railroad et al., Opinion No. 3770, 40 
I. C, C. 84-6, in which Peller asked for a general award of 
damages and counsel fees amounting to $1,000 to cover the 
loss of time of Peller and the cost of prosecution of suits 
in courts and the value of two shipments of burned enam- 
eled ware, sold by the Pennsylvania at public auction to 
cover freight rates and demurrage charges. Peller shipped 
four carloads of burned enamelware from Shady Side, O., 
to Pittsburgh, billing them as enameled ware. The con- 
signee refused to accept delivery, claiming the stuff should 
have been billed as scrap iron at the commodity rate of $1 
a gross ton. As soon as the character of the goods was 
established to be scrap iron, two cars were delivered with- 
out the payment of demurrage. The complainant refused 
to pay demurrage on two other cars as to which the facts 
differed from the first two cars. The railroad company 
sold them and realized $2.70 net. The Commission upheld 
the contentions of the carrier, that demurrage was un- 
lawfully assessed on the first two cars, but lawfully im- 
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posed on those sold for charges. It further held, follow- 
ing Joynes vs. Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 17 I. C. C. 361, 
and Hichenberg vs. S. P. Co., 28 I. C. C. 584, that it could 
not award reparation for damages such as counsel fees, loss 
of time, cost of prosecuting in the courts, or the value of 
the shipments in controversy. 


MISBILLING OF COAL 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7747, Thorne, Neale 
& Company vs. Wabash et al., Op. No. 3772, 40 I. G, C. 
88-90. The Commission decided that the complainant, by 
its agent, misbilled three carloads of coal from Plymouth 
Junction, Pa., intended for Sharon, Ill., so they went to 
Peoria. The complainant contended that the carriers had 
misrouted the shipment, but the Commission found other- 
wise and dismissed the complaint. The decision is ihat 
in refusing acceptance of delivery at the billed destination 
and insisting on delivery at another point, the complainant 
implicitly authorized the movement against which it had 
complained. 


RATE ON SAND AND GRAVEL 


In No. 8573, Burlington Sand & Gravel Company vs. Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., Op. No. 3773, 40 L 
C. C. 90-2, the Commission condemned a rate of 4 cents 
on sand and gravel from Burlington, Wis., to Chicago via 
the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul as unduly prejudicial 
to the extent that it exceeds the 1.75 cent rate maintained 
from other points in the so-called outer zone to the same 
destination. The Milwaukee undertook to defend the rate 
as reasonable. The Commission, however, said it was un- 
necessary to determine whether the rates from the outer 
zone were reasonable or unreasonable. The carriers from 
that zone elect to maintain a rate of 1.75 a hundred pounds 
in that zone. Burlington is situated in that zone. If they 
elect to give Beloit a rate of 1.75 they must also give it 
to Burlington. 


RATES TO TULSA, OKLAHOMA 


CASE NO. 7854 (40 I. C. C., 9-15) 


TULSA TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION VS. ATCHISON, TO- 
PEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS NOS. 963 AND. 1766. 


Submitted Dec. 6, 1915. Opinion No. 3748. 

1. Class Rates from New Orleans to Tulsa Not Unreasonable.— 
Upon complaint that class rates maintained by defendants 
from New Orleans, La., to Tulsa, Okla., are unreasonable 
and unjustly discriminatory; Held, That. the evidence fails 
to show that the rates are unreasonable or otherwise in 
violation of the act, 

2. Rates on Cocoanuts from New Orleans to Tulsa and Okla- 
homa City to Be Adjusted.—Rates on certain commodities 
from New Orleans, La., and Galveston, Tex., not found un- 
reasonable, but a readjustment by defendants of rates to 
certain Oklahoma points suggested. 

3. Fourth Section Relief Granted to Carriers as to Tulsa Vio- 
lations.— Applications of defendants for relief from the long- 
and-short-haul provision of the fourth section with respect 
to lower class and commodity rates from New Orleans to 
Joplin and Neosho, Mo., than are contemporaneously main- 
tained to Tulsa, Okla., granted. 





BE. N. Adams for complainant; W. V. Hardie for Oklahoma 
Traffic Assn., intervener; C. S. Burg and Thomas Bend for Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Ry. Co, and its receivers, St. Louis & 
San Francisco R. R. Co. and its receivers’ H. A. Weaver for 
at a a Ry. Co. and Morgan's Louisiana & Texas 


. & 8. 


HALL, Commissioner: 

Complainant is a voluntary association representing com- 
mercial and industrial interests of Tulsa, Okla. By com- 
plaint, filed March 26, 1915, it alleges that certain rates of 
the 45 different carriers, applicable on shipments to Tulsa, 
are unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory. These are 
class rates from New Orleans, La., commodity rates on 
bananas, citrus fruits, pineapples, cocoanuts, sugar, molas- 
ses and coffee from New Orleans, and commodity rates on 
bananas and cocoanuts from Galveston, Tex. It also alleges 
that rates to Tulsa violate the long-and-short-haul rule of 
the fourth section in that they exceed rates on the same 
classes and commodities to Joplin and Neosho, Mo., to 
which Tulsa is intermediate. Applications of the defend- 
ants for relief from this rule of the fourth section in re- 
spect of rates on classes and on sugar, molasses and coffee 
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were heard in connection with the issues raised by the 
complaint. 

The Oklahoma Traffic Association of Oklahoma City, 
Okla., intervened in support of the contention that rates 
from New Orleans to that city and to Tulsa should be main- 
tained upon a parity. 

Tulsa is in the northeastern part of the state, about 119 
miles northeast of Oklahoma City, 52 miles northwest of 
Muskogee, Okla., and 120 miles southwest of Joplin and 
Neosho, in the southwestern corner of Missouri. It is a 
city of over 30,000 inhabitants and has important jobbing 
and manufacturing interests. Its merchants and manufac- 
turers compete directly and actively with those at Joplin 
and Neosho, and, to a less extent it is said, with those at 
Muskogee and Oklohoma City. It is served by four rail- 
roads, Joplin by seven, and Neosho by three. 


1. Class Rates From New Orleans to Tulsa. 


These are governed by the western classification. The 
following table shows rates for the first five classes and 
short-line distances in miles to various points. In this 
report rates are stated in cents per 100 pounds: 


From New Short-line 

Orleans to— mileage. 1 ee... 3 4 5 
Tulsa, Okla. ........ 679 140.0 120.5 97.0 900 70.0 
Oklahoma City, Okla 712 140.0 120.5 97.0 90.0 70.0 
Muskogee, Okla. .... 626 130.0 113.0 97.0 90.0 70.0 
McAlester, Okla. .... 624 127.0 111.0 89.0 81.0 58.0 
Po “Se Se 712 110.0 85.0 65.0 53.0 38.0 
Neosho, Mo. ........ 693 110.0 85.0 65.0 53.0 38.0 
Kansas City, Mo.... 867 110.0 85.0 65.0 53.0 38.0 


Oklahoma City and Tulsa take the same class rates ex- 
cept that to Tulsa the class C rate is slightly tower. 
Neosho takes the same rates as Joplin and Kansas City. 

No showing was made by complainant to support its 
allegation that the class rates to Tulsa are unreasonable, 
and on brief it disclaims any contention that they are un- 
reasonable per se. The gist of its complaint is that lower 
rates to Joplin, Neosho and other competing points are 
unduly prejudicial to Tulsa. 

The rates to Joplin and Neosho are controlled by the 
Kansas City Southern Railway, which extends through 
those points to Kansas City, and, in connection with the 
Louisiana Railway & Navigation Co., constitutes the short 
route thereto. Kansas City is so situated with reference 
to Chicago and St. Louis, and the carrier competition for 
traffic to and from those trade centers was and is so keen, 
that it has been accorded comparatively low rates. There 
is also water competition. between Kansas City and New 
Orleans. Kansas City Missouri River Navigation Co. vs. 
C. & O. Ry. Co., 34 1. C. C., 67. (The Traffic World, May 29, 
1915, p. 1187.) The Kansas City Southern observes the 
long-and-short-haul rule of the fourth section, keeping Neo- 
sho and Joplin on the Kansas City basis, and other roads 
have met the rate established by it. 

Complainant compares the relationship between the first 
class and the lower class rates to Joplin and Neosho with 
the corresponding relationship in class rates to Tulsa. As 
stated in Iowa State Board Railroad Commissioners vs A. 
E. R. R, Co., 28 I. C. C., 563, 565 (The Traffic World, Jan. 
3, 1914, p. 6), we have long realized the desirability of es-, 
tablishing some standard scale of percentage relation 
which all classes should bear to the first-class rate, but 
because of the great variety in percentages which now 
exists, and the many conflicts which would result between 
existing scales and any percentage scale which we might 
prescribe, we have not yet seen our way to establishing 
such a scale for general use. 

As a practical matter, Tulsa merchants do, not as a rule 
buy articles in New Orleans that move under class rates, 
the only shipments in appreciable quantities under such 
rates consisting of strawberries, and there is no showing 
that if the class rates were reduced any additional traffic 
would move. 

The class rates to Tulsa are blanketed to other points in 
Oklahoma. They extend west to Oklahoma City on the St. 
Louis & San Francisco, hereinafter termed the Frisco, and 
to El Reno, on the St. Louis, El Reno & Western; south 
to Chickasha, on the Frisco, and across country to a point 
on the Missouri, Kansas & Texas north of Ada; and south 
of Tulsa on the Frisco through Sapulpa and Okmulgee to 
Holdenville, 

It is well settled that unless circumstances and condi- 
tions affecting the transportation to any two points are 
substantially similar, the fact that one has lower rates 
than the other does not of itself constitute undue prefer- 
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ence within the meaning of the act. The Kansas City 
Southern, the rate-making line to Joplin and Neosho, does 
not reach Tulsa. The lines that serve all three must meet 
the rate established by the short line if they wish to par- 
ticipate in the transportation. Complainant’s contentions 
were ably presented and were supported by carefully pre- 
pared exhibits, but under the circumstances we are of opin- 
ion and find that the maintenance of higher class rates from 
New Orleans to Tulsa than to Joplin and Neosho, and the 
other points named in the complaint, has not been shown 
to result in undue prejudice or disadvantage to Tulsa. 


Il. Commodity Rates from New Orleans and Galveston to 
Tulsa. 

In considering commodity rates, Tulsa, Oklahoma City, 

Muskogee and Joplin have been taken as representative 


destinations. 
Sugar. 


Rates on sugar from various producing and shipping 
centers are as follows: 


To 
Okla- To 
To homa Mus- To 
From— Tulsa. City. kogee. Joplin. 
GEE «5 0.0 p05 bp eh bens <2 Sarets 38 40 40 27 
tah— 
Minimum 60,000 pounds...... 58 58 58 50 
Minimum 36,000 pounds...... 63 63 63 55 
Pacific coast— 
Minimum 60,000 pounds...... 63 63 63 55 
Minimum 36,000 pounds...... 68 -68 68 60 
DEOUr GIROOOE oe iv ve cave nas veinen 38 40 35 32 
ST Te PE Rae Cte 33 35 32 32 
New York (ocean and rail).... 45 49 42 38 


Commodity rates on sugar from New Orleans to these 
destinations are maintained under circumstances similar 
to those governing the class rates. The rate from New 
Orleans to Kansas City, 32 cents, is maintained by the 
Kansas City Southern as a maximum to intermediate points 
on its line. 


Tulsa merchants do not buy any considerable quantity 
of sugar in New Orleans, but secure most of their supply 
from Colorado, Utah and the Pacific coast. Sugar is sold 
in this territory on the basis of the New Orleans price plus 
the freight rate from that point, and complainant desires a 
reduction in the delivered price at Tulsa rather than a 
reduced rate from New Orleans. 


The rates on sugar have not been shown to be unreason- 
able or unduly prejudicial to Tulsa. 


Molasses. 


Rates on molasses from New Orleans and other shipping 
points are shown in the following table: 





To 
Okla- To 

To homa Mus- To 

From— Tulsa. City. kogee. Joplin. 
Colorado (see note) ..........- 38 40 40 27 
ae ar ‘ces 40 35 24% 
New Orleans ‘aba A 50 37 32 
CARMI" <a 4.5.0 6 66 oC ataces banee on 35 43 30 25 
New York (ocean and rail).... 68 68 68 54 


Note.—Applies on refuse sirup, in tank cars, carloads. 


The evidence regarding rates on this commodity indi- 
cates that the conditions are similar to those attending 
shipments of sugar. The rate from New Orleans to Tulsa 
is not shown to be unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


Coffee. 


The following table showing rates on coffee from leading 
shipping points comprises the evidence of record respect- 
ing this commodity: 


To 
Okla- To 
To homa Mus- To 

From— Tulsa. City. kogee. Joplin. 
Chicago— 

RSS Dees Se ame eer 49 57 49 33 

PE ESSA a eh 54 62 52 33 
St. Louis— 

CN soos oa wat'd Ke ethane eae er i's 44 52 44 28 

EE 650.556 6.4 U'nse er dhae Vreos4t 49 57 47 28 
New Orleans— f 

CN 2 iui io ie cede Fe ae. Het 42 46 39 35 

EE i, dias o.0 0 4 hs 4. 4p ah BSE 44% 51 41% 35 
Galveston— 

MEE. Sov iced nie ove ebendvie dus 42 46 39 35 

SE OP eer ee Peeper 44% 51 41% 35 


ENE 'n-bac cies 09.68 cetvc+ds 665 09 58 60 55 39 
Roasted Fereer ae Pecisiveve: Oem 65 51% 39 








ty 


= 


. ‘cit Fie ‘a. ee Alen 









ty, 
ve 


ngs 





July 1, 1916 








We do not find that the rates of coffee from New Or- 
leans to Tulsa are unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


Other Commodities. 


Rates on other commodities mentioned in the complaint 
are shown in the following table: 


To 
Okla- To 
To homa Mus- To 
From— Tulsa. City. kogee. Joplin. 
New Orleans— 
FOR WS eo ches cs cccancetus 70 72 65 65 
eR ER pire 74 74 50 50 
PORRE Wea weet icrsnncsace. 89 89 63 63 
Oranges, limes, lemons, tan- 
gerines and grapefruit .... 70 89 65 65 
Galveston— 
TR ka 6 650 ce eras « He 0¥% 60 62 55 62 
CRN aiks ss Chai ec ecpicts 45 45 45 45 


‘Complainant’s principal competition in the sale of 
bananas is from Muskogee, Bartlesville and Vinita, Okla., 
Joplin and other jobbing points in the same general ter- 
ritory. 

In Rates on Tropical Fruits from Gulf Ports, 30 I. C. C., 
621 (The Traffic World, July to Dec., 1914, p. 107), we 
held that the rate from New Orleans to Kansas City should 
not be exceeded at intermediate points on the direct lines. 
As previously stated, Joplin and Neosho are intermediate 
to Kansas City on the short route of the Kansas City 
Southern and its connecting line. The rates seem to be 
properly aligned under the fourth section in accordance 
with our findings in that case. Under the circumstances 
we do not find that the maintenance of lower rates to 
Joplin and Neosho than to Tulsa is unduly prejudicial to 
the latter, or that the rate to Tulsa is unreasonable. The 
rate on bananas from Galveston to Tulsa is not shown to 
be unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 

There is little of record regarding rates on cocoanuts. 
In Rates on Tropical Fruits from Gulf Ports, supra, we 
said, page 634: 

Cocoanuts are classified in Western Classification at fourth 
class, while bananas take third class; ordinarily therefore the 
rates on the former: are lower than on the latter as might be 
expected, considering the characteristics of the two commodi- 
ties, and examination of the tariffs of the petitioners shows 
that this is generally the case in respect to the rates involved 
herein. There are some instances, however, where the rates 
are the same and others where the difference between the rates 
on each is but slight. 

From the table it will be observed that the rate on cocoa- 
nuts is 4 cents higher than on bananas from New Orleans 
to Tulsa, while the difference between the rates to Tulsa 
and Muskogee is 24 cents on cocoanuts and 5 cents on 
bananas. The rates on cocoanuts from New Orleans to 
Tulsa and Oklahoma City are manifestly out of line with 
other rates and should be readjusted. 

It is not shown that the rate on cocoanuts from Galves- 
ton to Tulsa is unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 

Under the western classification pineapples are rated 
first class in less than carloads and third class in carloads. 
The third-class rate from New Orleans to Tulsa and to 
Muskogee is the same. No justification appears for the 
maintenance of a rate of 89 cents to Tulsa and Oklahoma 
City, as compared with 63 cents to Muskogee. There 
should be a readjustment of these rates. 

The record does not show that the rates on oranges, 
limes, tangerines, lemons and grapefruit are unreasonable 
or unduly prejudicial to Tulsa. 

I11, Fourth Section Applications, 


The short-line route from New Orleans to Tulsa is over 
the lines of the Louisiana Railway & Navigation Co., Kan- 
sas City Southern and Midland Valley. Of the four lines 
reaching Tulsa only two, the Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
and the Frisco, have routes to Joplin via Tulsa. While it 
is possible for the former to handle New Orleans-Joplin 
traffic through Tulsa, that carrier has a more direct route 
via Muskogee and Vinita. The distance to Joplin through 
Tulsa would be 931 miles, or about 131 per cent of the 
short-line distance of 712 miles. The short route of the 
Frisco through Tulsa to Joplin is 868 miles, or 122 per cent 
of the short-line distance. In Rates on Tropical Fruits 
from Gulf Ports, supra, and in other cases, we held that 
where the circuitous lines were at a marked disadvantage 
in meeting the competition of the short lines, relief from 
the provisions of the long-and-short-haul rule of the fourth 
section should be granted. Accordingly, we are of opinion 
and find that the fourth section applications for authority 
to continue lower rates on classes and on coffee, sugar and 
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molasses from New Orleans and points taking the same 
rate or rates made with relation thereto to Joplin and 
Neosho than are contemporaneously maintained to Tulsa 
should be granted, provided the present rates to Tulsa are 
not exceeded. 

The complaint will be dismissed, but complainant may 
again call our attention to the matter should defendants 
fail to make the readjustments suggested herein. 

Appropriate orders will be entered. 

(The fourth section order is No. 5916.) 


CEMENT TO TEXAS POINTS 


1. AND S. NO. 785 (40 I. C. C., 94-100) 
Submitted April 21, 1916. Opinion No. 3775. 
Respondent, the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Ry. of Texas, in 
connection with the St. Louis & San Francisco R. R., par- 
ticipated in an 18%-cent rate on portland cement from 
Ada, Okla., to the first three points on its line in Texas. 
It also participated in a 22%-cent rate to the same points 
from Harry’s and Eagle Ford, Tex., in connection with the 
Texas & Pacific and Fort Worth & Denver City railways, 
the distance from-the latter points being slightly less than 
from Ada. Moved by an attack threatened upon its intra- 
state rates unless the interstate rates from Ada were in- 
creased, and failing to obtain the assent of the St. Louis 
& San Francisco R. R. to such increases, the Kansas City, 
Mexico & Orient Ry. of Texas directed the cancellation of 
rates on cement from Ada to all points on its line in 
Texas. Upon inquiry into the reasonableness of the pro- 
posed cancellation and of certain substitute rates suggested 

at the hearing, Held: 

1. No Testimony Tending to Show Substituted Cement Rates 
Would Be Just and Reasonable.—That no evidence has 
been introduced tending to show that the proposed cancel- 
lation or the suggested substitute rates would be just or 
reasonable. 

2. Apprehension of Attack on State Rates No Reason for Can- 
pe pres | Interstate Rates.—That respondent’s apprehension 
of reductions in its interstate rates constitutes no justifi- 
cation for canceling or increasing interstate rates when the 
propriety of the resulting increased rates is not established. 


J. T. Lane, E. J. Naylor and E. H. Shaufler for Kansas City, 
Mexico & Orient Ry. Co. of Texas; J. T. Lane for Kansas City, 
Mexico & Orient R. R. Co.; I. McNair for St. Louis & San 
Francisco R, R. Co. and its receiver; Will H. Hart for Okla- . 
homa Portland Cement Co.; G. S. Maxwell for Texas Portland 
Cement Co. and Trinity Portland Cement Co. 


DANIELS, Commissioner: 

By schedules contained in supplements 36, 37 and 38 to 
agent Leland’s tariff I. C. C. 1048, filed to become effect- 
ive Feb. 1 and March 3, 1916, it was proposed to cancel 
joint commodity rates on portland cement in carloads from 
Ada, Okla., when forwarded via the St. Louis & San Fran- 
cisco Railroad to points on the Kansas City, Mexico & 
Orient Railway of Texas. Upon protest of a manufacturer 
at Ada, the operation of the schedules was suspended, first 
until May 31, 1916, and by subsequent orders unti! Nov. 
30, 1916. 

Ada is situated in the southeastern part of Oklahoma 
upon the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad, hereinafter 
referred to as the Frisco, the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway, hereinafter referred to as the Santa Fe, and the 
Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway. Rates are stated in 
cents per 100 pounds. 

The points to which the rates proposed to be canceled 
apply are all in the state of Texas. While some of them 
are reached by other lines, most of them are points local to 
the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway of Texas, which 
connects with the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railroad 
at the Texas-Oklahoma state line at the- Red River and ex- 
tends in a southerly direction through Chillicothe, Sweet- 
water and San Angelo, thence westwardly to Alpine, Tex. 
The last-named carriers constitute one system known as 
the Orient lines. 

To the first three stations in Texas on the Orient lines 
south of the Red River the present carload rate on port- 
land cement from Ada, in effect since December, 1909, is 
18% cents, subject to a minimum weight of 38,000 pounds. 
These stations are, in geographical order, Round Timber 
(Round Timber ranch), Odell and Chillicothe. To all points 
south of Chillicothe, to and including San Angelo, there is, 
and for several years has been, a blanket rate of 25 cents. 
To points westwardly of San Angelo through rates are 
made by the addition of differentials to the 25-cent blanket 
rate. The rates mentioned apply via the Frisco through 
Sapulpa to Altus, Okla., thence via the Orient lines. To 
Chillicothe, situated also on the Fort Worth & Denver City 
Railway, the 18%-cent rate applies via other routes, namely, 
those of the Santa Fe and its connections; also those of the 
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Frisco and of the Missouri, Kansas & Texas railways, each 
in connection with the Fort Warth & Denver City as the 
delivering carrier. The commodity rates on cement to 
points on the Orient lines south of Chillicothe also apply 
through the various junction points with other lines. 

The suspended schedules propose to cancel all carload 
commodity rates on cement from Ada to points on the 
Orient lines in Texas. If the cancellation proposed should 
become effective the result would be to eliminate the Ori- 
ent lines as a delivering carrier at Chillicothe, and to with- 
draw the present commodity rates on cement to all local 
points, leaving only the Class C mileage rates to apply in 
lieu thereof. The following comparison shows the increases 
which would result from the proposed cancellation. 
RATES, I CENTS PER 100 POUNDS, on PORTLAND CE- 


E FROM ADA, OKLA., TO POINTS ON THE KAN- 
SAS CITY, MEXICO & ORIENT RY. OF TEXAS. 


Present 
com- ClassC Amount 
Short modity mileage of 
To— distance. rates. rates. increase. 
Round Timber, Tex. ..... ier 18.5 34.0 15.5 
SE I nia 5 6 ain p'4:4 4 0.04 219 18.5 34.0 15.5 
Chillicothe, Tex. ......... 228 18.5 35.0 16.5 
Medicine Mound, Tex. ... 235 25.0 35.0 10.0 
Foard City, Tex. ........ 249 25.0 36.0 11.0 
a 280 25.0 37.0 12.0 
Rochester, Tex. .......... 300 25.0 38.0 13.0 
Longworth, Tex. ........ 357 25.0 41.0 16.0 
Blackwell, Tex. .......... 400 25.0 42.0 17.0 
San Angelo, Tex. ........ 448 25.0 43.0 18.0 
Ss Ws. chececcsee'e 476 29.0 *54.0 25.0 
RamEin, Tex: 6..0.eccsecs 551 37.0 *64.0 23.0 
CR TAA SO 675 40.0 *64.0 24.0 


*Not on mileage basis but regular class plus arbitraries. 

The Oklahoma Central Railway, operated formerly as an 
independent road, but now owned and operated as a branch 
of the Santa Fe, extends from Ada to Chickasha, Okla. 
This line to Chickasha, Frisco to Altus, and Orient lines 
beyond, constitute the shortest line of railroad from Ada 
to the destination points mentioned, the distance being 
228 miles from Ada to Chillicothe. The Oklahoma Central 
was absorbed by the Santa Fe nearly two years ago. Prior 
to that time cement originating on the Frisco at Ada, des- 
’ tined to points on the Orient lines, was forwarded over the 
rails of the Oklahoma Central to Chickasha, thence via the 
Frisco to Altus, but under Frisco billing all the way, the 
latter carrier, as appears from the testimony, having had 
some kind of a trackage right over the Oklahoma Central. 
Since the merger the 18%4-cent rate no longer applies via 
the last-mentioned route, but in its stead traffic originating 
on the Frisco is, as heretofore stated, hauled north over 
that line to Sapulpa, thence southwesterly to Altus. The 
distance via this route from Ada to Chillicothe is about 
390 miles, 

Chillicothe is in the so-called Fort Worth-Dallas group 
with respect to rates from Oklahoma and Kansas gas-belt 
producing points. This group extends westerly to and in- 
cludes Quanah, Tex. The rate from Ada is 7% cents 
under the rate from Kansas gas-belt points. West of the 
Fort Worth-Dallas group lies the panhandle district of 
Texas, to points in which Ada is practically on a parity 
with the Kansas gas-belt points. Below, or south of the 
Fort Worth-Dallas group, lies Texas common-point terri-, 
tory, to which the rate from Ada is 5 cents under the rate 
from the Kansas gas-belt points. From Dewey, Okla., the 
rate was formerly 5 cents over Ada, but is now 7% cents 
over Ada, due to the fact that Dewey has recently been 
put on the same basis as the Kansas gas-belt points on 
traffic destined to the Fort Worth-Dallas group. 

The manufacturer at Ada competes at points on the Ori- 
ent lines in Texas with other producing plants at Harry’s 
and Bagle Ford, Tex., which are situated on the Texas & 
Pacific Railway immediately west of Dallas, Tex., and also 
with other cement-producing plants in Oklahoma and in 
the Kansas gas belt. There is a portland cement plant at 
El Paso, Tex., but the distance therefrom to Chillicothe 
is considerably in excess of 500 miles, and there is ap 
parently no movement to the destinations in question. 

A comparison of the present rates to Chillicothe from 
Ada and other producing and competing points is shown in 
the following table. The distances, concerning which there 
is practically no dispute, are taken from the protestant’s 
exhibits: 

RATES ON PORTLAND CEMENT TO CHILLICOTHE, TEX. 
e 


Dis- per 100 
tance pounds, 
From— miles. cents. Route. 
Ada, Oklu. ...... 229 18.6 Santa Fe to Chickasha; Rock 


Island to Lone Wolf, thence 
Orient, 
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Ada,. Okla. ...... 390 18.5 Frisco through Sapulpa’ to Al- 
tus, thence Orient. 

Iola, Kan, ...... 407 26.0 , , Pac. to Wichita, thence 

ent. 

Dewey, Okla. .... 328 26.0 M. K. & T. to Oklahoma City; 
Frisco to Altus, thence Orient. 

Harry’s, Tex. ... 207 22.5 T. & P. to Fort Worth, thence 
Ft. W. & D.C. 

Harry’s, Tex. ... 374 22.5 T. & P. to Sweetwater, thence 


Eagle Ford, Tex. 205 
Eagle Ford, Tex. 372 


Orient. 
22.5 T. & P. to Fort Worth, thence 
. W. & D.C. . 
22.5 T. & P. to Sweetwater, thence 
rient, 
23.0 T. & P. to Sweetwater, thence 


ent. 
25.0 H. & T. C. to Fort Worth, 
thence Ft. W. & D. C, 


The record shows that only one car of cement moved 
via the Frisco from Ada to Chillicothe during the years 
1913, 1914 and 1915, and that none moved to Odell or 
Round Timber. During the same period there moved, even 
under the higher rates of 22% cents from Harry’s, one car 
to Chillicothe and three cars to Odell. There appears to 
be a substantial movement from Ada to points south of 
Chillicothe, although the major portion is not via the 
San Francisco route. The traffic from Harry’s and Eagle 
Ford, according to the testimony, ordinarily moves via the 
direct route of the Texas & Pacific and Fort Worth & 
Denver City. Only two carloads appear to have moved 
via the circuitous route through Sweetwater during the 
years 1913 to 1915, inclusive. The record justifies the as- 
sumption that the most substantial competition which the 
Ada manufacturers meets at Chillicothe is that from 
Harry’s and Eagle Ford, with the results in favor of the 
latter, notwithstanding the difference in rates. 

The rates from Ada have, since their establishment, been 
subject to a 38,000-pound minimum. The minimum under 
the distance rates from Harry’s and Eagle Ford has, ac- 
cording to the testimony, been 24,000 pounds, until March 
10, 1916, on which date it was increased to 34,000 pounds. 
The difference in minimum, protestant asserts, has operated 
to its disadvantage, since the cement tends to become in- 
durated and dealers prefer not to carry an excess stock. 
This may possibly explairf the fact that to Chillicothe and 
Odell, notwithstanding a 4-cent higher rate, Harry’s and 
Eagle Ford shipped four cars during the years 1913, 1914 
and 1915, while Ada shipped but one. 

The Orient lines are willing to continue the present 
rates to points south of Chillicothe. They are willing also 
to ertablish.and participate in a 22%4-cent rate to Chilli- 
cothe, Odell and Round Timber, either via the route over 
which the present rate of 18% cents is sought to be can- 
celed or via the route of the Santa Fe and Rock Island 
railways through Chiekasha to Lone Wolf. 

The Frisco maintains a rate of 18% cents from Ada for 
single-line hauls of 234 miles to Vernon, and Quanah, Tex. 
The 1814-cent rate from Ada to Chillicothe yields 9.5 mills 
per ton-mile, or 18 cents per car-mile for the long haul via 
the Frisco and Orient lines through Sapulpa and Altus. If 
the rate were applicable via the 228-mile route of the 
Santa Fe to Chickasha, Frisco to Altus and Orient lines 
beyond, it would yield 16.2 miles per ton-mile, or 31 cents 
per car-mile; a rate of 22% cents would yield approxi- 
mately 20 per cent more. The per car-mile earnings are 
in each instance computed on the minimum of 38,000 
pounds. 

The 221%4-cent rate from Harry’s and Eagle Ford is a 
distance rate prescribed by the Texas Railroad Commis- 
sion. It applies via the direct route of the Texas & Pa- 
cific to Fort Worth, thence Fort Worth & Denver City, and 
also via the circuitous route of the Texas & Pacific and 
Orient lines through Sweetwater. 

It is in evidence that the respondents, Orient lines, did 
not at first intend, and perhaps have at no time desired, to 
cancel the through routes and joint rates via the Frisco 
from Ada. The first action affecting these rates was taken 
upon suggestions of their connection, the Texas & Pacific 
Railway, the incentive for which appears to have been a 
communication from the shippers at Harry’s and Eagle 
Ford addressed to the Texas & Pacific complaining of the 
fact that the Orient lines were participating in an 18%- 
cent rate from Ada to Odell and Chillicothe, while they 
were, in connection with the Texas & Pacific, and at the 
same time participating in a 22%-cent rate to the same 
points from Harry’s and Eagle Ford, the short-line dis- 
tance from the latter points being less than from Ada, as 
appears from the foregoing table. 

The commynication referred to was coupled with a plain 


El Paso, Tex. ... 553 


Galveston, Tex.... 484 
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intimation that unless the rates from Ada should be 
promptly increased to 25 cents, the Texas common-point 
basis, the power of the Texas Railroad Commission to es- 
tablish “emergency” rates from Harry’s and Bagle Ford 
would be invoked. Earnest objection on technical grounds 
was made at the hearing to the introduction in evidence 
by protestant’s witness of copies of correspondence show- 
ing that the suggestion for the increase of the rate from 
Ada emanated from the Texas shippers. As a matter of 
fact, the witness for the Orient lines did not ascribe the 
suggestion for an increase in rates from Ada to the Texas 
shippers, but treated it as one originating with the Texas 
& Pacific Railway. Whatever the original source of the 
suggestion may have been, there seems to be no doubt that 
pressure was exerted upon the Orient lines to have the 
rates from Ada brought up to a 25-cent basis and that the 
Orient lines, moved by the threatened attack upon their 
interstate rates, sought to have the increase made from 
Ada, but were unable to secure the consent of the Frisco 
either to a 25-cent rate or to a 22%4-cent rate, which, as a 
oe the Orient lines later sought to have estab- 
ished, 

The attitude of the Frisco in respect to the rates under 
consideration and its apparent objection to any increase 
therein are not disclosed by the record. Failing in their 
efforts to obtain the concurrence of the Frisco, the Orient 
lines, in order to preserve the intraState rates, determined 
to cancel the joint rates from Ada to Round Timber, Odell 
and Chillicothe. Since the cancellation of these rates alone 
would have left higher mileage rates to apply in lieu 
thereof, which would have been greater than the com- 
modity rates to points south of Chillicothe, it became nec- 
essary, respondent’s witness testified, to also cancel the 
commodity rates to points south of Chillicothe in order to 
avoid fourth section violations, although, as a matter of 
fact, there seems not to have been then, nor does there 
seem to.be now, any complaint against them. Why such 
drastic action should have been taken as the cancellation 
of through commodity rates on cement via all routes to all 
undisputed points on the Orient lines south of Chillicothe 
when only the route via the Frisco to Chillicothe and the 
two stations north thereof was involved, is an extraordi- 
nary proceeding not explained upon the record. 

The respondents, Orient lines, which assumed the )ur- 
dent of the defense, have not brought to our attention 
any evidence tending to show that the rates proposed to 
be canceled are unreasonably low or non-compensatory; 
nor have they adduced any substantial evidence to show 
that the proposed substitute rate of 22% cents to Chilli- 
cothe, Odell and Round Timber would be reasonable per se 
or relatively, except by comparison with the rate from 
Harry’s and Eagle Ford. They merely assert that it would 
be fair to both the Ada and the Texas shippers. Obviously 
we can make no finding that the proposed rate from Ada 
to the three points mentioned would be reasonable merely 
because it does not exceed an intrastate distance rate for 
approximately the same distance. 

The controlling reason, admittedly, for the action which 
gave rise to this proceeding was the fear of the Orient 
lines that the Texas Commission might be induced to adopt 
retaliatory measures in the form of prescribing “emer- 
gency or penalty rates” for intrastate traffic unless the 
rates from Ada were increased or withdrawn. We find 
in this expressed apprehension of respondents no justifica- 
tion for the proposed cancellation of all rates on cement 
from Ada or even of the substitute proposition to estab- 
lish a 22%-cent rate to Chillicothe, Odell and Round Tim- 
ber, especially since the latter is unsupported by any evi- 
dence that it is reasonable per se or relatively. Oklahoma 
Portland Cemtn Co. vs. M., K. & T. Ry. Co. 27 I. C. C., 
101, 104. (The Traffic World, June 14, 1913, p. 1249.) The 
respondents will be required to cancel the schedules under 
suspension, and orders will be issued accordingly. 


SOUTH DAKOTA EXPRESS RATES 


CASE NO. 7101 (39 I. C. C., 703-724) 
TRAFFIC BUREAU OF THE SIOUX CITY COMMERCIAL 
CLUB VS. AMERICAN EXPRESS CoO. BT AL. 
Submitted Nov. 20, 1915. Opinion No. 3733. 

1. Express Rates from lowa to South Dakota Points Not Shown 
to Be Unreasonable.—Rates for transportation by express 
between Sioux City, Iowa, and points S. the state of South 
Dakota not shown to-be unreasonable. : 

2. Relation of Express Rates Such as to Give South Dakota 
Undue Preference Over lowa Shipments into South Dakota. 
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—The present relation of rates for transportation by ex- 
press between Sioux City, Iowa, and points in the state of 
South Dakota, and between the same South Dakota poe 
and Sioux Falls, Mitchell, Aberdeen, Watertown and Yank- 
ton, S. D., gives an undue preference to Sioux Falls, Mit- 
chell, Aberdeen, Watertown and Yankton and results in 
undue and unreasonable prejudice and disadvantage to 
Sioux City. Deféndants ordered to remove this unjust dis- 
crimination, ‘ 





C. E. Childe for complainant; T. B. Harrison and C. O. Bailey 
for American Express Company, defendant, and Adams Express 
Company, intervener; Branch P. Kerfoot and C. O. Bailey for 
Wells -Fargo & Company, defendant; P. W. Dougherty for the 
state of South Dakota, intervener; Oliver E. Sweet and P. W. 
Dougherty and D. L. Kelley for J. J. Murphy, W. G. Smith and 
P. W. Dougherty constituting the Board of R. R. Commissioners 
of the State of South Dakota, intervener; R. D. Springer for 
Sioux Falls Commercial Club of Sioux Falls, S. D., intervener; 
T. J. Morgans for Mitchell Commercial Club of Mitchell, S. D., 
intervener; A. J. Branscom for Aberdeen Commercial Club of 
Aberdeen, S. D., intervener. 


MEYER, Chairman: 

The complaint in this proceeding attacks as unreason- 
able and unduly and unreasonably prejudicial and disad- 
vantageous to Sioux City the rates for transportation by 
express between Sioux City, Iowa, and points in the state 
of South Dakota. The allegations of undue prejudice and 
disadvantage are predicated upon comparisons with express 
rates applicable between Sioux Falls, S. Dak., and other 
South Dakota cities, on the one hand, and points in that 
state on the other. Complainant asks that an order be 
entered requiring the defendants to publish and maintain 
express rates applicable between Sioux City and South 
Dakota points which are no higher than those contempo- 
raneously maintained for substantially the same distances 
between South Dakota cities such as Sioux Falls and other 
points in that state. 


The parties defendant are the American Express Co., 
which operates between Sioux City and points in South 
Dakota over the lines of the Chicago & Northwestern Rail- 
way Co. and of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha Railway Co., and Wells Fargo & Co., which operates 
between Sioux City and South Dakota points over the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co., hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the Milwaukee. By their answers these de-— 
fendants deny that their interstate express rates here at- 
tacked are unreasonable per se, but admit that unjust dis- 
crimination is caused by the present relation of express 
rates between Sioux City and South Dakota points, on the 
one hand, and between points wholly within the state of 
South Dakota, on the other. For this unjust discrimina- 
tion they disclaim responsibility, averring that the South 
Dakota intrastate express rates in their inception were 
published and are now maintained under the requirements 
of an order of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
South Dakota. The defendants further allege that these 
intrastate express rates yield less revenue than the cost 
of the service rendered and therefore place an unjust bur- 
den upon interstate express traffic; that they give an unrea- 
sonable and undue preference and advantage to South Da- 
kota shippers and cause a corresponding prejudice and dis- 
advantage to interstate shippers on shipments generally 
from and to points in that state to and from points 
in Iowa and other sates. They ask that an order be 
entered requiring the removal of this unjust discrimina- 
tion by applying to express shipments moving between 
all points in South Dakota the rates found reasonable 
by this Commission In re Express, Rates, Practices, 
Accounts and Revenues, 24 I. C. C., 381 (The Traffic 
World, July 20, 1912, p. 122); 28 I. C..C., 131 (The Traffic 
World, Aug. 9, 1913, p. 312); 35 I. C. C., 3 (The Traffic 
World, July 31, 1915, p. 239), hereinafter referred to as 
the Express Investigation. Thus the defendants seek to 
broaden the issues and bring before us for review the rela- 
tion of rates on other movements than those involved in 
the complaint, 

; Interventions. 


The Adams Express Co., the Chicago & Northwestern 
Railway Co., commercial clubs of Sioux Falls, Mitchell 
and Aberdeen, S. Dak., hereinafter referred to as the South 
Dakota cities, the state of South Dakota, and the Board 
of Railroad Commissioners of the State of South Dakota, 
hereinafter referred to as the State Commission, are parties 
by intervention. The Adams Express Co. is engaged in 
transportation by express between points wholly within the 
state of South Dakota and also between points located in 
that state and in adjacent states. While this company 
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serves Sioux City, it reaches only a few stations on the 
line of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., 
hereinafter referred to as the Burlington, in the extreme 


southwestern section of South Dakota. Its position with 
reference to the issues is in substance the same as that 
of the defendants. The Chicago & Northwestern Railway 
Co. filed several exhibits consisting chiefly of comparisons 
between the South Dakota intrastate express rates and 
freight rates for the same movements, supplemented by 
similar comparisons for movements in other states. The 
South Dakota cities and the State Commission oppose 
contentions of complainant and defendants, although upon 
somewhat different theories. 


Rate H istory. 


Prior to September, 1911, the express rates applicable 
to South Dakota intrastate traffic were not uniform. In 
general the level of these rates was substantially the same 
as applied between Sioux City and South Dakota points, 
although in some instances they were higher than the 
interstate express rates for equal distances. On Sept. 1, 
1911, the present South Dakota intrastate express rates 
became effective. The circumstances leading to their 
adoption are the subject of a statement at length in the 
brief of the State Commission, which is quoted in part in 
the footnote.* ‘The express class rates applicable between 





*A brief review of the history of express rate regulation in 
so far as the same may have a bearing on the issues in this 
case seems pertinent. Prior to the year 1909 there had been 
no effort at public regulation of express rates into or within 
the state of South Dakota. At the session of the legislature of 
the state of South Dakota of that year an act was passed, being 
chapter 159 of the Laws of 1909, which provided, among other 
things, as follows: 

“3. On or before July 1, each express company doing busi- 
ness in this state shall file with the board of railroad com- 
missioners a complete schedule of its classifications of prop- 
erty, and the rates charged for the transportation of money or 
other preperty within this state, by such company, and its joint 
rates with other companies as the same were in force on the 
lst day of January, 1909, and shall on or before July 1, 1909, 
have prepared and put in operation a new schedule of rates 
as established herein. 

“4. No express company shall charge or receive for the 
transportation of merchandise, money or other property, wholly 
within the state of Sougfh Dakota, any sum exceeding 80 per 
cent of the rate as shown in the schedule of January 1, 1909, 
provided for in section 3 of this act, until after the board of 
railroad commissioners has provided a different rate; provided, 
that nothing in this act shall be construed to change any special 
rate in force for the transportation of cream, milk or poultry, 
or to reduce any charge bélow 15 cents. 

“5: After the rates herein — for have been made, 
readjusted and published and after they have been put in force 
and effect, any express company may apply to the board of 
railroad commissioners for an order to change and modify 
such schedule of rates, in which case the board of railroad com- 
missioners shall call a hearing for the purpose of determining 
the justice of such rate.”’ 

. * + . 

On the failure of the express companies to file a schedule in 
accordance with this act, the board of railroad commissioners 
prepared and sought to enforce a schedule of rates and classi- 
fications complying with the provisions of the law. Thereafter 
the express companies instituted a suit in the federal court 
and were successful in restraining the enforcement of this 
schedule of express rates, the court basing its decision upon the 
ground that chapter 159 of the Laws of 1909 did not confer 
upon the board of railroad commissioners any authority to make 
a schedule of express rates. 

A further complication of the situation grew out of the 
fact that on the lines of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company in the state of South Dakota at this time, 
but slightly after the effective date of the law of 1909, the Wells 
Fargo & Company Express superseded the United States Ex- 
press Company, and it was the position of the Wells Fargo & 
Company Express that the law of 1909 did not apply to it, be- 
cause it had no schedule of rates in effect on January 1, 1909. 

An effort was made by the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
of South Dakota to induce all of the express companies, and 
the Wells zetpe & Company Express especially, to adopt the 
1909 schedule that had been proposed by the board, but in these 
efforts they were unsuccessful. 

That there was need of a more equitable schedule of ex- 
press rates in the state of South Dakota at the time of the 
enactment of the law of 1909 is amply demonstrated by the 
facts disclosed in the record in this state (case?). Mr. E. E. 
Bush, testifying on behalf of the defendant express company, 
stated on cross-examination that there were as many mileage 
scales and systems of express rates in effect in South Dakota 
peer to July 1, 1909, as there were lines of railroad within the 

™ * * * * * 

In the light of subsequent events, it now clearly appears that 
the express companies were unwise to resist the scale of rates 
prepared for them | by the South Dakota commission in 1909. 


The action of the Wells Fargo & Company in denying that 
the law of 1909 had any application to its affairs was only one 
of the offenses chargeable to that company. Not only did it 
refuse to comply with the 1909 schedule, but upon superseding 
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Sioux City and South Dakota points are those prescribed 
by the Commission in Express Investigation, supra, effect- 
ive Feb. 1, 1914, as increased following our order on re- 
hearing in the same case, 35 I. C. C., 3 (supra). Refer- 
ence is made to our original report in that case for a 
statement of the investigation made by the Commission 
and the considerations leading to the establishment of the 
interstate express schedules. 

Location of Sioux City With Reference to South Dakota 


Traffic. 


The city limits of Sioux City extend to the Big Sioux 
River at the southeastern corner of South Dakota, that 
river forming part of the boundary line between South 
Dakota and Iowa. The southeastern section of South Da- 
kota is thus a natural and important trade territory for 
Sioux City shippers whose principal competitors within 
the state are located at Sioux Falls, Mitchell, Aberdeen 
and Watertown. Competition with dealers located at 
Yankton in the sale of ice cream is also shown. 


Rate Comparisons. 


Complainant has compared the first class express rates 
from Sioux City and Sioux Falls to all stations in South 
Dakota served by the defendant companies. In the fol- 
lowing ‘table are stated certain of these comparisons to 
points of representative distance from Sioux City. The 
columns of this table show the distances, first class ex- 
press rates and first class freight rates from Sioux City, 
the South Dakota intrastate first class express rates for 
distances equal to those from Sioux City, together with 
the distances, first class express rates, and first class 
freight rates from Sioux Falls to the same stations. Rates 





the United States Express Company it published a schedule of 
express rates applying intrastate which actually effected an 
increase of approximately 5 per cent in the rates that had 
formerly been charged by the United States Express Company. 
* * * oe gh 

When the legislature of the state of South Dakota convened 
in the year 1911, a second act intended to regulate charges for 
transportation of property by express was passed. This law, 
being chapter 152 of the Laws of 1911, * * *. The provisions 
of the statute in question are (in part) as follows: 


“Sec. 1. That the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of South Dakota shall, within 60 days after this act goes 
into effect, prepare for each of the express companies doing 
business in this state at this time or at any other. time here- 
after, a uniform schedule or schedules of reasonable, maximum 
rates of charges for the transportation of express freight be- 
tween stations within this state over lines of railway wholly 
within this state, which rates shall not exceed seventy (70) per 
cent of the lowest rates which were in force for the transporta- 
tion of express freight over any lines of railway between sta- 
tions within this state on the ist day of January, 1909.” 

* . * * s 


The legislature, at the time of enacting the law of 1911, was, 
of course, well aware of the fate of the law of 1909 and was 
perfectly familiar with the course of obstruction and with the 
policy of rate increases which the express companies had fol- 
lowed in the interim between the legislative session of 1909 
and that of 1911, so that it may perhaps be said in fairness 
to all parties concerned that the requirement in the law of 
1909 for a 30 per cent reduction below the lowest rate in effect 
January 1, 1909, was in some sense, at least, a retaliatory meas- 
ure. This does not mean, however, that the schedule of ex- 
press rates thereafter proposed in compliance with the law 
was not given careful consideration before its-adoption by the 
board of railroad commissioners. 


On the 2d day of May, 1911, the board of railroad commis- 
sioners, prusuant to the mandate contained in the act of 1911, 
entered its order specifying a maximum schedule of express 
rates applicable to express business between points within the 
state of South Dakota. This schedule was later adopted and 
published by all the express companies doing business within 
this state. * * * 

However, this schedule was not accepted by the express com- 
panies without a resort to litigation. As soon as the board’s 
order proposing«the schedule had been adopted, a temporary re- 
straining order against the enforcement of this schedule was 
issued out of the federal court. Thereafter a hearing was had 
upon the application of the express companies for a restrain- 
ing order pending the trial of their case, and * * * the ap- 
plication * * * was denied on the ground that the express 
companies had failed to show to the satisfaction of the court 
that the South Dakota railroad commission’s schedule of ex- 
press rates was non-compensatory or confiscatory. The order 
of the federal court was entered on the 2ist day of September, 
1911, and thereupon the state railroad commission’s schedule be- 
came effective on intrastate express business in South Dakota 
and has remained in effect ever since that time. 

The case in federal court which was commenced in May, 1911, 
and which involves the question of the reasonableness of the 
South Dakota’s commission’s schedule, is still pending and has 
never been tried. 

* * * * * 

The express companies have never appealed to the Board 
of Railroad Commissioners of the State of South Dakota for 
any adjustment of the express schedules of which they are 
complaining in this case. 
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are stated throughout this report, unless otherwise speci- 
fied, in cents per 100 pounds: - 


From Sioux City. From Sioux Falls. 


° oo” . 
PI < A PA < 
i 3 3 Po 
"ees lee tb eee 
To— aa gs: S58 Sa 2 
eee. ot pod z ‘ of ° to 
a Jf »> $e % oo ws 
g EO Ee Bes S| gS £¢& 
Jefferson ..... 3 2 Me @ 39 fo ep bes 
Elk Point ..: 20.7 70 17 30 «70.6 4«8=685 si. 
Burbank ..... 2.3 70 225 30 79.2 35 3838 
Meckling .......434 90 27 30 933 35 36 
Alcester ...... 49.4 90 28 35 107 - 36 88.7 
Beresford 58.2 90 30 35 982 385 36.9 
Hooker ....... 748 90 33 3 81.6 35 30.6 
Aviaiiccasns 998 140 385 35 1109 40 40.5 
‘Armour ...... 1228 140 44 40 1208 40 42.3 
Pinte ficiot 149.7 140 -47.5 50 1608 65 49.5 
Pukwana ....195.2 160 56 70 «1685 80685 . 47.7 
Ashton ........ 232.7 180 635 90 1681 55 49.5 
Aberdeen .....265.3 200 66 100 182.3 «65 ~=— 53.1 
Pierre ........ 303.6 200 70 110 2224 8 60.3 
Interior ...... 350.9 200 110 135 3142 120 102 
Walk; «. urcckes 402.8 245 112 155 335.6 125 108.5 
Black Hawk...454.2 260 122 190 400 145 122 
Terry .........5015 260 129 230 448.2 175 129 


*For distances in South Dakota equal to those shown from 
Sioux City. 

From this table it appears that the distances to Armour 
from Sioux City, 122.8 miles, and from Sioux Falls, 120.8 
miles, are substantially the same. The first class express 
rate from Sioux City is $1.40; from Sioux Falls, 40 cents, 
while the first class freight rate from Sioux City is 44 
cents and from Sioux Falls is 42.3 cents. Here is to be 
observed one of the incidents of the South Dakota express 
rates to which attention is frequently directed in the evi- 
dence of complainant and defendants—that in many in- 
stances they are lower than the first class freight rates 
for the same distances. The exhibit from which the 
foregoing table was taken sets forth rates to 288 stations, 
to 67 of which the first class express rates from Sioux 
Falls are lower than the first class freight rates. In 
some instances they are appreciably lower. To the larger 
number of stations the first class express rates are higher, 
although in numerous instances the margin of difference 
is small. 

Defendants have compared the South Dakota first class 
express rates with a mileage scale of first class freight 
rates in effect in that state on the line of the Burlington. 
From this comparison it appears that the first ciass freight 
rates are lower than the first class express rates for dis- 
tances of 50 miles or less, but are substantially higher 
for distances of 55 miles or more. Emphasizing the fact 
that these comparisons embrace only the first class freight 
rates, the state commission makes a similar comparison 
which includes freight rates for the first four classes, 
effective in South Dakota on the line of the Milwaukee. 
This comparison is shown in the following table: 








South 
Dakota Freight rates. 
first-class 
express First Second Third Fourth 
Miles, rates. class. class. class. class. 
ove Ss eres 30 13.5 11.7 9.4 1.2 
eT ee 30 18.0 15.3 12.1 9.0 
Rs pstwik ce 30 22.5 18.9 14.8 11.2 
. Bae 30 26.1 21.6 17.5 13.0 
ea 35 27.9 23.4 18.4 13.9 
ARTS 35 29.7 25.2 19.3 14.8 
TP tvinticas 35 31.5 26.1 20.7 | 15.7 
SEE 35 33.3 27.9 22.3 16.6 
Os sehasece 35 35.1 29.7 22.5 17.5 
IM ssi iss. 35 36.9 30.6 24.3 18.4 
pt Eee 40 40.5 34.2 26.5 20.2 
Ay SRS 45 44.1 36.9 29.7 22.0 
IGM iii. v5 55 47.7 39.6 32.4 23.8 
LOB ss o'ce tise 60 51.3 43.2 34.2 25.6 
Cy en 70 54.9 45.9 36.9 27.4 
Se As 0% cape 75 57.6 48.6 38.7 28.8 
2400S 5. I 90 60.3 50.4 40.5 30.1 
MOF 6 oR 95 63.0 53.1 42.3 31.5 
} ae 100 65.7 54.9 44.1 32.8 
Ge iesks sa > 110 68.4 57.6 45.9 34.2 
ee eee 120 71.1 59.4 47.7 35.5 
BAB Faicickk «sae 125 73.8 62.1 49.5 36.9 
5 RE 135 76.5 63.9 51.3 38.2 
ye AS 140 79.2 66.6 53.1 39.6 
Peg a ae 145 81.9 68.4 54.9 40.9 
Total.. 1,735 1,210.5 1,015.2 809. 0 604.8 


The FRITH express rates here shown are 143.3 per 
cent of the aggregate first class freight rates, 170.9 per 
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cent of the aggregate second class freight rates, 214.4 
per cent of the aggregate third class freight rates, 286.8 
per cent of the aggregate fourth class freight rates. The 
amounts of these percentages are obviously increased by 
the inclusion of comparisons for the longer distances. 
For distances 30 to 80 miles the first class express rates 
exceed the first class freight rates by less than i0 cents. 
The difference for most mileage groups within that range 
is materially less, while for distances 90 to 120 miles 
the express rates are lower than the first class freight 
rates. It was testified by the rate expert of the state 
commission that a fair average express haul in this gen- 
eral territory would be approximately 100 miles. The 
average distance of intrastate shipments carried by the 
American Express Co. for the five months, October, 1911- 
February, 1912, was 72.2 miles. 


While acknowledging that some ‘express rates from 
Sioux City to South Dakota points are higher than the 
intrastate rates for equal distances, the state commission 
asserts that some intrastate express rates are higher than 
the corresponding interstate rates. The inference drawn 
from this is that for such rate differences as exist the 
state schedules are not wholly responsible. Evidence in 
support of this position deals with (1) interstate and 
intrastate charges on packages weighing from 4 to 30 
pounds for distances 20 to 150 miles; (2) comparisons of 
the interstate and intrastate scales of graduated charges 
as shown in charges for packages weighing less than 100 
pounds. This evidence will be briefly reviewed. 


The state commission questions the fairness of com- 
plainant’s comparisons of interstate and intrastate rates 
applicable to the transportation of 100-pound weights. It 
points to defendants’ evidence which shows that the av- 
erage weight per transaction on all South Dakota intra- 
state express shipments carried by the Adams Express 
Co. for the months of October, November and December, 
1911, and by Wells Fargo & Co. in April, 1914, taken 
together, was 97.9 pounds; that the average weight of all 
interstate express shipments delivered to and carried 
from South Dakota points by Wells Fargo & Co. in Octo- 
ber, 1913, was 59.3 pounds, and in April, 1914, 26.7 pounds, 
the average weight per transaction being 34.9 pounds. 
It shows by its own evidence that the average weight per 
transaction of all express shipments carried by the Amer- 
ican Express Co. from Sioux City to South Dakota during 
the months of July and August in 1911, 1912, 1913 and 
1914 was 44 pounds; that the average weight of mer- 
chandise shipments by express from Sioux City to South 
Dakota points for the months of July and August, 1914, 
was 25.5 pounds. 


Related to these figures is an exhibit prepared by the 
state commission which compares interstate and intrastate 
charges for packages weighing from 4 to 30 pounds. These 
are shown for representative distances in the following 
table, which compares first class express charges from 
Sioux City to certain points in South Dakota, effective 
Feb. 1, 1914, with.those prevailing for the same weights 
and distances under the South Dakota scale. To this we 
have also added, as a matter of further information, the 
charges from Sioux City, effective prior to Feb. 1, 1914, 
and those which became effective Sept. 1, 1915: 


Charges on— 
‘Pounds 


4 6 8 12 16 20 24 30 
Elk Point (20.7 miles): 
Effective prior to Ay 1, 1914...25 30 30 30 30 30 35 40 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 .......... 22 23 24 26 28 30 32 35 
Effective Sept. 1, 9s ty ke Papeete Sapo 27 28 29 30 32 34 36 38 
Under South Dakota scale ...... 2 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 
Vermillion (35 miles): 
Effective prior to Feb. 1, 1914...25 30 80 30 30 30 35 40 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 ‘ 
Effective Sept. 1, 1915 .......... 28 29 30 33 35 38 41 44 
Under South Dakota scale ...... 25 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 
Gayville (50 miles): 
Effective prior to Feb. 1, 1914...30 35 35 35 35 35 40 45 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 
Effective Sept. 1, 1915 .......... 28 29 30 338 35 38 41 44 
Under South Dakota scale ...... 25 30 30 30 30 36 35 35 


Yankton (61.2 miles): 
Effective prior to Feb. 1, 1914...30 35 40 40 40 40 45 50 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 . 
Effective Sept. 1, 1915 
Under South Dakota scale ...... 25 30 30 30 30 30 35 

Centervil’s (71 miles): 

Effective ang to Feb. 1, 1914...35 40 45 45 50 50 655 
Effective Feb. 1914 

Effecti -e Sept. i, 1915 2 

Under South Dakota scale ......25 30 30 30 30/30 35 36 


From Sioux City to— 
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Seotland (89 miles): 
Effective prior to Feb. 1, 1914...35 40 45 45 50 650 55 60 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 ............ 24 26 28 31 35 39 43 48 
ae sen Sept. 1, SABRE EE Se 29 30 32 36 39 43 #47 52 


South Dakota scale 
Sprinenela (101 miles): 
Effective = to ts 1, 1914...35 40 45 45 50 50 55 60 
Effective Dr Me y's 4d cab. s 24 
Effective Bent. 1, ERE Seema f= 29 30 32 36 39 43 47 52 
Under South Dakota scale 
Platte {150 miles): 


Effective prior ig ar 1, 1914...35 45 50 55 60 60 65 70 
Effective Feb. 1, 1914 ............ 25 27 30 34 39 44 49 56 
Effective Sept. 1, 1918 tities Sib} nc 30 32 34 39 43 48 53 59 


Under South Dakota scale 


From this data it appears that, although the interstate 
charges from Sioux City were in some- instances less 
than the South Dakota charges for equal distances prior 
to Sept. 1, 1915, these differences have been largely re- 
moved by the increases in interstate charges which be- 
came effective on that date. 

It is also urged by the state commission that a com- 

parison of the intrastate scale of graduated charges with 
interstate charges for packages of equal weight will show 
many charges from Sioux City which are lower than those 
which apply between points in South Dakota. The charges 
under the intrastate and interstate schedules for packages 
weighing less than 100 pounds have been shown. For that 
purpose intrastate and interstate rates of 50 cents, 60 
cents, 75 cents, 90 cents, $1, $1.25, $1.50, $1.75, $2.25 and 
$2.75 for transportation of 100-pound packages are used 
in the state commission’s exhibit. 
' It appears, however, that the lowest first class express 
rate for 100-pound packages in effect between Sioux City 
and points in South Dakota is 70 cents. The other pub- 
lished interstate first class express rates per 100 pounds 
applicable in that territory are 90 cents, $1.15, $1.40, $1.60, 
$1.80, $2, $2.25, $2.45, $2.60 and $2.80. We therefore 
show in the following table the state commission’s com- 
parisons with reference only to the first class rates of 
90 cents and $2.25. The interstate graduated charges as 
offered in evidence are those which became effective on 
Feb. 1, 1914. To these have been added the interstate 
charges effective Sept. 1, 1915: 


Interstate first- Graduated 
class express charges Sioux charges un- 
City to South Dakota points der South 
under first-class rate of 90 Dakota 
cents per 100 pounds effective— intrastate 
Pounds Feb, 1, 1914, Sept. 1, 1915 scale. 
| EEN Pe var 21 26 25 
ONS tae wed a pot as ¥s.0 23 28 40 
Teste vadsvardocce’ 27 31 45 
Gch dt gales Paebis «née 30 35 15 
lina hans tocnedked vas 34 38 50 
Ds hecs ¢c'es cde teeces 41 44 €0 
MS rece ska ksasbiice 48 51 70 
Bes Gerad ik d ¥06 eo wne 55 57 75 
 iilthaarsb4-<> vaes 9.0.9 62 64 85 
MR bart o¥eboekVeve’s 69 70 90 
BG Teed BES ae 6 U6S oie 76 77 90 
Di tuté swa.de de piewe 00' $3 83 90 
MG c dhe kebads deaee 90 90 90 
Interstate first- Graduated 
' class express charges Sioux charg2s ur- 
City to South Dakota points ~ der South 
under first-class rate of $2.25 Dakota 
cents per 100 pounds ~ g*) intrastate 
Pounds Feb. ee 914. Sept. 1 i, 1915 — 
RO er ee 30 35 60 
Pct lscscbebacisscce 40 45 75 
Das diesbatobicte oes 51 55 85 
We bats ob b6eb ese dee 61 65 100 
BE veneer ib doveeoves 81 85 113 
PP areas oC 102 105 113 
Ts SABdct coepoeceee 122 125 113 
PGE Oss cockecsves 143 145 135 
ba Gh sas 6 o0e- v8 be 163 165 157 
chen 69.6 bssvsee 184 185 180 
ERR? eee, 204 205 202 
Tacha cc nbeocdeccees 225 225 225 


This form of comparison the defendants criticize as 
misleading in that it contrasts the scales of graduated 
charges under the same 100-pound rates and leaves out 
of consideration the important factor of distance. They 
urge, in substance, that inasmuch as the same rate 
under the two rate structures will carry 10 pounds 
different distances, it would be more accurate to compare 
the graduated charges under rates which will carry 100 
pounds the same distances. There is apparently some 
confusion of thought with reference to the proper basis 
for comparing the graduated charges under the express 
rate structures here considered. There are three basic 
factors—the weight of the package, the distance from 
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shipping point to destination, and the rate or charge for 
carrying the given weight the given distance. _The weight 
taken as a standard for fixing rates is 100 pounds. As- 
suming, for illustration, that the distance is 122 miles, 
which is approximately the distance from both Sioux City 
and Sioux Falls to. Armour, the charge paid by the inter- 
state shipper for the transportation of 100 pounds by ex- 
press is $1.40, by the state shipper, 40 cents. Suppose 
each shipper desires to shp by express to the same des- 
tination packages weighing less than 100 pounds. On 
such packages the following charges, in cents, would 
apply, the first stated in each instance from Sioux City, 
the second from Sioux Falls: 1 pound, 26, 25; 5 pounds, 
31, 25; 10 pounds, 36, 30; 20 pounds, 48, 30; 30 pounds, 
59, 35; 40 pounds, 71, 40; 50 pounds, 82, 40; 60 pounds, 
94, 40; 70 pounds, 105, 40; 80 pounds, 117, 40; 90 pounds, 
128, 40. Thus for the transportation of 100 pounds the 
Sioux City shipper’s charges are 350 per cent of the 
Sioux Falls shipper’s; for 80 pounds, 292 per cent; for 
60 pounds, 235 per cent; for 40 pounds, 177 per cent; for 
20 pounds, 160 per cent; for 5 pounds, 124 per cent. 

The substance of the matter is that the South Dakota 
scale of graduated charges lays a proportionately greater 
charge upon the lighter weights and correspondingly less 
upon the heavier. The real significance of the state com- 
mission’s rate comparisons lies in their explanation of this 
fact. The relation of charges on lighter and heavier 
weights for the same distances was discussed in Express 
Investigation, supra, p. 427. We found that by their scales 
of graduated charges the express companies had placed an 
unwarranted burden upon shipments of light packages, and 
our revision of those scales in the new rates prescribed 
was intended to correct these inequalities. The present 
South Dakota scale of graduated charges is the same as 
that condemned by this Commission in its application to 
interstate transportation. 

It has been clearly shown that in the matter of charges 
for transportation by express, shipments from Sioux City 
to points in South Dakota bear a materially heavier bur- 
den than shipments of like character for the same distance 
between points in that state. But notwithstanding the sub- 
stantial differences between the interstate and intrastate 
express rates, the state commission earnestly contends 
that unjust discrimination has not been shown. We shall 
briefly review other evidence which relates to this issue. 


Contentions as to the Issue of Unjust Discrimination 


Complainant’s witnesses testified in behalf of shippers 
of ice cream, fruit, vegetables, produce and drugs. These 
are the lines of business chiefly affected ‘by the relation of 
express rates, but it was stated that complaint of this 
adjustment has been made to complainant by packers, de- 
partment stores, grocers, brewers and shippers of seeds, 
nursery products, auto supplies and hardware. The tes- 
timony shows that shippers by express from Sioux City 
are in active competition with shippers located at Sioux 
Falls and other points in South Dakota, such as Mitchell, 
Aberdeen, Watertown, and Yankton. Witnesses testified 
that since the intrastate rates became effective in 1911, the 
business of Sioux City shippers in South Dakota has de- 
creased; that this fact is traceable to the relatively unequal 
adjustment of express rates; that they are compelled at 
times to equalize express charges or reduce prices in order 
to retain customers; that the rate inequalities have re- 
sulted in shipments from Sioux City by the less satisfactory 
freight service of articles which otherwise would be for- 
warded by express; that in many instances shipments from 
Sioux City by freight must compete with express service 
open to South Dakota shippers at the same or relatively 
equal rates. These are the chief disadvantages referred 
to by complainant’s witnesses as caused by the adjustment 
here in issue. : 

Complainant’s evidence along these lines was offered at 
the first hearing of this case. The state commission asked 
for a further hearing, which was granted, and in the inter- 
vening time subjected complainant’s evidence to a search- 
ing analysis. A check of shipments from Sioux City to 
South Dakota points during the months of July and August, 
1911, 1912, 1913 and 1914, was made at the Sioux City 
offices of Wells Fargo & Company and of the American 
Express Company. In addition to the evidence thus de- 
rived, the state commission offered considerable testimony 
intended to controvert the claim that Sioux City shippers 
are prejudiced by the relation of express rates here under 
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consideration. Stated in brief form, the contentions of the 
state commission upon this issue are these: (1) That 
shipments from Sioux City to South Dakota by express 
have not decreased but have in fact increased since 1911; 
(2) that if the South Dakota trade of Sioux City in such 
commodities as commonly move by express has not grown 
to the satisfaction of her shippers, the true explanation 
is to be found, not in the relation of express rates, but 
in the increase of certain interstate express rates from 
Sioux City, effective Feb. 1, 1914, and more especially in 
the development which has attended South Dakota 
industries. 

The state commission offers the results of the check of 
express records at Sioux City to show that the figures 
given by some of complainant’s witnesses are not in all 
respects accurate. An instance of this is in relation to 
shipments of ice cream. One witness, testifying in Octo- 
ber, 1914, with reference to the intrastate rates which be- 
came effective in September, 1911, and to the business of 
his company in South Dakota, said: 


Before the rates went in we sold between twenty and twenty- 
te thousand gallons of ice cream. Last year we sold less than 

ve. 

The check of Wells Fargo & Co.’s books, recorded in 
pounds and reduced to gallons at 20 pounds to the gallon, 
showed that his company shipped via that carrier to South 
Dakota in July and August, 1911, 915.4 gallons; in the 
same months of 1912, 1,464.2 gallons; of 1913, 1,772.6 gal- 
lons; of 1914, 1,248.1 gallons. Based on these figures the 
state commission estimates the annual shipments of this 
company to South Dakota points via Wells Fargo & Co. 
for the four years mentioned as 5,492.7, 8,785.2, 10,635.9 
and 7,488.9 gallons, respectively. 


It was found that the waybills of the American Express 
Company did not separate consignors, but the total ship- 
ments of ice cream from Sioux City to South Dakota points 
by all préducers via lines of both express companies for 
the months of July and August in each of the same years 
were ascertained. These, stated in gallons, were 2,803.8, 
3,299.6, 4,403.2, and 3,736.4, respectively. Alcester and 
Beresford were named by the same witness as stations at 
which his company has current accounts and his testimony, 
in effect, was that these accounts are smaller now than 
they formerly were. The check of express records shows 
that to these stations the total express shipments by all 
producers of ice cream, from Sioux City, were in 1911, 
9,890 pounds; in 1912, 13,420 pounds; in 1913, 15,930 
pounds; in 1914, 19,880 pounds. From this showing the 
state commission urges that other Sioux City shippers are 
more active than the company in behalf of which the 
testimony was offered. At the second hearing complain- 
ant’s witness explained the apparent discrepancies be- 
tween his testimony and the check made of express records 
by stating that he did not at any time refer to the year 
1911, and that in the amount of business done 1911 was 
not representative of the years which preceded or fol- 
lowed the establishment of the South Dakota rates. He 
testified without contradiction that up to that year his com- 
pany had 170 customers located at about 80 points in 
South Dakota, while in September, 1915, its books showed 
9 customers at 9 stations. Evidence as to decrease of 
business to South Dakota in the case of another shipper 
was found to be substantiated by the records of the ex- 
press companies, This related to shipments of fruits and 
vegetables, of which those records showed an increase, 
however, in shipments by all dealers from Sioux City. A 
decrease in interstate shipments of drugs is ascribed by 
complainant’s evidence to the relation of interstate and 
intrastate express rates. 


As further evidence that Sioux City business has ast 
been injuriously affected by the relation of interstate and 
intrastate express rates, the state commission has sub- 
mitted certain other data obtained by its check of records 
of the American Express Co. and Wells Fargo & Co. at 
Sioux City. This is reproduced in part in the following 
table, in which are shown for the months of July and 
August, in the years 1911, 1912, 1913 and 1914 the number 
of transactions, number of pieces, average weight per 
transaction, average weight per piece, average charge per 
transaction and per piece, on all shipments of merchandise, 
ice cream, printed matter, fruits and vegetables, bread, 
eggs, butter and poultry, and packing-house products from 
Sioux City to South Dakota points. 
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Aver- Aver- Charges 
age age per— 
weight per weight Trans- 
transac- per sac- 
Transac- tion, piece, tion, — 
tions. Pieces. pounds. pounds. cts. cts. 
Merchandise: 
RE Ph 5 85 a a RO 6,869 7,895 16.29 14.17 49 43 
ge ae eee a 9,181 10,588 18,42 15.97 53 46 
Serre oer re, A 7,036 8,138 24.19 20.92 57 49 
RP RAR eg rae 7,648 9,390 25.56 20.81 48 39 
Ice cream 
BORE oC asiees cise 425 571 131.94 98.19 104 17 
7 Se ARS GRA 493 677 133.88 97.50 97 71 
py Ce a 613 872 143.69 101.00 103 72 
. |) eS ae 540 757 138.38 98.69 91 65 
—— matter: 
venom vases > 1,087 1,226 47.56 42.17 70 62 
1912 Pee 1,078 1,189 44.33" 40.19 61 56 
Co Seer ae 1,046 1,130 44.48 41.17 62 57 
WOME Cidesaaeacksd 828 895 45.22 41.83 67 62 
Fruit and vegetables: 

PE aco ss aoe nace ,119 5,147 140.11 30.46 98 21 
BE ace 0 kcde oad 1,085 5,977 =174.78 31.73 112 20 
ee ee 1,786 6,457 112.95 31.24 79 22 
REIN Kd ss ocd 0:00s 0 1,468 6,050 116.19 28.19 102 26 

Bread: 
MEL aaa s GSE aE RS 717 804 62.50 55.75 42 37 
DER. Sao tk ba Re 607 659 60.06 55.38 40 37 
We hea nk Swen 592 669 59.94 53.00 39 
BE So tibia duets 6a 76 616 57.50 53.75 43 41 
Ess, oe and poultry: 

BREE es tice dda one 74 106 60.38 42.19 61 42 
BER is citOG OE vee 79 94 53.38 44.88 52 44 
BEE Vets dvs inane bes 120 129 45.63 42.50 42 39 
i 1 anne aye dit S80 90 95 46.38 43.94 38 36 

eae 3 house products: , 
pte Reade h eke 614 1,369 185.67 88.28 117 52 
i912 ERE AAR 901 2,035 175.71 77.79 111 49 
BE. eta didigs +05 wigs 812 1,864 183.31 79.86 127 55 
SE nak cawiewenes 776 1,550 153.85 77.02 1381 66 


From this table it appears that there were more ship- 
ments of merchandise and packing-house products in 1914 
than in 1911, although fewer than in 1912; that there were 
more shipments of ice cream, fruits and vegetables, and 
eggs, butter and poultry in 1914 than 1911, although fewer 
than in 1913, and that shipments of printed matter and 
bread steadily decreased from 1911 to 1914. As a whole 
an increase in express business since 1911 is shown. In 
the year 1914, however, there were fewer shipments and 
less aggregate weight than in 1912 or 1913. 


The state commission in argument suggests that the fall- 
ing off of express business from Sioux City to South Dakota 
in 1914 was caused by increases in interstate rates follow- 
ing our order in Express Investigation, supra. We are re- 
ferred to complainant’s testimony that the disparity in the 
rate relationships was aggravated by the new schedules of 
interstate rates. The state commission has likewise.com- 
pared these schedules with the rates which they replaced. 
This evidence we reproduce in part in the following table, 
which shows express rates per 100 pounds from Sioux City 
to certain South Dakota points in effect prior to Feb. 1, 
1914, and those effective on that date, No point of destina- 
tion is shown in the exhibit of the state commission to 
which the distance exceeds that to Aberdeen, 265.3 miles: 





Merchan- First- *Scale ‘“‘N’’ Second- 
dise ratesin classrate, ratein class rate, 
From Sioux effect Jan. effective effect Jan. effective 
City to— Miles. 31,1914. Feb. 1, 1914. 31,1914. Feb. 1, 1914. 
Elk Point .. 20.7 50 70 40 53 
Vermillion .. 35.2 50 90 40 68 
Gayville ..... 49.6. 60 90 50 68 
Yankton .... 61.2 75 90 60 68 
Haseneers »» 81.9 75 90 60 68 
eeaee 6-0 99.8 90 140 oo Te 105 
fake Andes. .127.3 125 140 100 105 
Platte ....... 149.7 125 140 100 105 
Wolsey ...... 191.3 150 180 120 1 
Mellette .....243.7 150 200 120 150 
Aberdeen ....265.3 175 200 140 150 
*Seale ‘“‘N'’. embraced rates on the so-called ‘‘general spe- 
cials,”’ Second-class 


comprising principally articles of food. 
rates are now applied. 

It should not be inferred from such comparisons, how- 
ever, that the express rates prescribed in the Express In- 
vestigation, supra, resulted uniformly in increased charges. 
Substantial reductions were made in the express schedules 
considered as a whole, see Express Investigation, 35 I. C. C. 
8, 6 (supra), and particularly in the charges for packages 
weighing less than 100 pounds. In the following table are 
shown the charges in cents for packages of various weights 
less than 100 pounds, effective from Sioux City to points 
named in the foregoing table, prior to Feb. 1, 1914, on that 
date, and the current charges which became ‘effective 
Sept. 1, 1915: 
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—Pounds— 
20 26 


From Sioux City to— 5 10 15 30 36 40 
Elk Point (20.7 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.... 25 30 30 30 35 40 40 40 
Ne ee” Fe Rear 22 2% 27 #80 32 36 3 4 
EL Ee SR Son ccdbse sas ae oe: ae ae (ee ee a ee 
Gayvilie (49.6 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 30 35 35 35 40 46 465 650 
SCR. BUECs cc sccsawese<e SS 2. ee SB a eS SS 
ee 2. Do cosed pepe t.e Se. 2. SS: ee a ae ee OR 
Harrisburg (81.9 miles): g 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 35 40 40 #40 45 50 60 = 55 
oS Dag” SES 23 27 30 34 37 41 dd 48 
ES Ss oc bib eb ao eae 28 31 35 38 41 44 48 61 
Avon (99.8 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 40 45 45 50 55 60 65 70 
a Se Se ae 26 32 38 44 50 56 62 68 
Sas"? MN, i's 5 bSew 0s 5.08 3 36 42 48 64 59 66 71 
Platte (149.7 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 40 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 
SD Te MI v0 00.0080 4 0.0.65 26 2 38 44 50 56 62 68 
DE (a SD cao 6 bee 66.04.08 31 36 42 48 54 59 65 71 
Wolsey (191.3 miles): i 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 4 55 60 %7 7 80 8 90 
SE A GEES eo Chlnwbhhede 28 36 44 52 60 68 76 84 
AS a re ree 33 40 48 56 64 71 79 87 
Mellette (243.7 miles): 3 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 4 56 60 70 7 80 85 90 
SL Ea EE, 6 o'c od a dbo nee > & #2. &@.8 26 22 
SN Ps. ED con cendecess 34 42 51 60 69 77 86 95 
Aberdeen (265.3 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914..... 50 60 65 75 85 90 100 100 
Ok eee 29 38 47 &6 € 74 83 9 
RE Bes Mc cca. Hisdvcsee 34 42 51 60 69 77 86 95 
—Pounds— 
From Sioux City to— 4 50 60 70 80 90 100 
Elk Point (20.7 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.......... 40 45 650 50 50 50 «50 
OS ER eT Poe eee 42 46 60 55 60 65 70 


Sept. 1, 47 52 656 61 65 70 


191 
Gayville (49.6 miles): i 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.......6+. E 55 8 60 60 =6—60 60 


ou 
oo - 
co oO 


NT I rd as 6 6 wes, dpies o 8A: 51 355 2 69 76 838 90 
ELE ME nes cheats ee eee ukes 5 57 64 7 77 88 9 
Harrisburg (81.9 miles): *. a ‘ 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.......... 60 60 70 7 7 7% 16 
1 Mo. bbeebsceh ecepeste 61 55 62 69 76 83 90 
Se ! Se eS 54 657 64 %7 7 88 90 
Avon (99.8 miles): “ 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.......... , ee ee Re ee 
oe BEM, co nep.caed 0c0cddeee 74 80 92 104 116 128 140 
Bept. 1, 1916. ....0sccccvcvevces 77 82 94 105 117 128 140 
Platte (149.7 miles): - : , . 
Prior to Feb. 1, 1914.......... 90 100 110 125 125 125 125 
SE is SS o nap 6 g'e ¢ be 6.0.0,40 0.01 74 80 92 #104 #116 128 140 
oe Kee | Reyer rr 77 82 94 105 117 128 140 
Wolsey (191.3 miles): 
Prior to Feb. 1, tits sae eanea had 100 100 120 140 150 150 150 
WE Ee Pv abh Ged stccctvetess 92 100 116 132 148 164 180 
Sept, &, Wb .66 2s ccieeeoeeese 95 102 118 133 149 164 180 
Mellette (243.7 miles): : 
Prior BS Feb. 1, 1914......--.. 100 100 120 140 150 150 150 
MPG Ee TEE: coke kevecccccecots 101 110 128 146 164 182 200 
ae ae. Lee PoE 104 112 130 147 165 182 200 
erdeen (265.3 miles): 
Alsrior 10 Feb ie | 100 100 120 140 160 175 175 
SD. SSS ee 101 110 128 146 164 182 200 
Sept. 1, 1G... ccrccccccvceee 104 112 yo 147 165 182 200 


It appears from this table that large reductions were 
made in interstate charges for the lighter packages. In 
our general investigation it was 
found by most extensive examination of express records that 
approximately one-half of the express business consists of pack- 
ages under 20 St in weight; and the average an ag in- 
cluding carloads of horses and of fruit and vegetables, is buts 
34 pounds.—Express Investigation, 24 I. C. C., 380, 428. 

The fact that there has not been greater increase in ex- 
press business from Sioux City to South Dakota points 
since 1911 finds further explanation, according to the view 
of the state commission, in the very material development 
of South Dakota industries which has taken place in those 
years. In Mitchell there are two ice cream plants, one 
wholesale grocery, one wholesale furniture house, two 
fruit companies, two wholesale beer distributors, two 
establishments selling butter, eggs and produce, two whole- 
sale cigar houses, three wholesale printing houses, three 
bakeries, two auto and supply companies. Of these the 
larger number have been established within the last three 
or four years. Mitchell is served by both defendants, which 
operate over two lines of railroad running in several direc- 
tions from the city. Evidence of a similar character 
was offered as to other distributing centers of South 
Dakota, such as Sioux Falls and Aberdeen. 

Other facts intended to lead to the same conclusions 
are emphasized. In 1910 there were thirty-six manufac- 
turers of ice cream in the state. The butter fat used 
annually by them was valued at approximately $70,000. 
In 1914 there were 67 manufacturers using in that 
year butter fat worth $270,000. In 1909 the state 
legislature enacted a law which requires that ice 
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cream manufactured or sold in the state shall contain 
14 per cent butter fat. In Iowa the legal requirement 
is 12 per cent. The South Dakota statute is said to have 
resulted in fewer purchases from manufacturers located 
outside of the state. In 1910, 30,639,626 pounds of ice 
cream were produced and sold in the state; in 1915, 46,537,- 
795 pounds. It is likewise shown that a change has taken 
place in the business of retailing drugs. Formerly retail- 
ers gave relatively few orders to distributing houses and 
carried large stocks, whereas in recent years they have 
given smaller and more frequent orders. This has created 
a demand for quicker service with its concomitant result 
of increasing the number of distributing houses and local- 
izing their distribution. Explanation of the slow growth of 
Sioux City’s express trade in South Dakota is further 
traced to improvement in the organization and business 
methods of South Dakota jobbers, to their more intimate 
acquaintance with local needs, to their increased use of 
the parcel post, and to the loyalty of South Dakota pur- 
chasers to the industries of their state. 


After reviewing all of the evidence offered by the state 
commission on this phase of the case, however, the con- 
clusion is unavoidable that the essential allegations of the 
complaint have been established. There is active com- 
petition between Sioux City shippers and shippers located 
in the state of South Dakota for the trade of that state 
in such commodities as commonly move by express. 
There are large differences between the interstate and 
intrastate express rates applicable to the transportation 
of these commodities for equal distances. These differ- 
ences in rates place a burden upon interstate shippers and 
give a corresponding advantage to intrastate shippers, 
thus accomplishing an inevitable restriction of shipments 
in interstate commerce or shrinkage of profits. 


Transportation Conditions. 


Witnesses for the complainants and for the defendants 

testified that the circumstances and conditions of trans- 
portation by express between Sioux City and South Da- 
kota points are substantially the same as those obtaining 
on transportation between the jobbing cities of South 
Dakota and other points within that state. The rate 
expert of the state commission testified that there is no 
material difference in transportation or operating condi- 
tions in northwestern Iowa and southeastern South Da- 
kota. Annexed to an exhibit of this witness, which com- 
pares South Dakota freight rates with the lower freight 
schedules of the state of Iowa, is a statement that— 
there are no material diYerences in operating, traffic, or other 
conditions as between the territory in southeastern South Da- 
kota and the territory in northwestern Iowa, in which Sioux 
City is located * * *%, 
The state commission, however, places some emphasis 
upon one fact with relation to express service in South 
Dakota. This has to do with the collection and delivery 
of packages. There are 388 express stations in South 
Dakota at but 40, or 10.3 per cent, of which is the service 
of collection- and delivery maintained. Evidence offered 
by the state commission and intended to show the actual 
extent of collection and delivery service in South Dakota 
may be summarized as follows: Of shipments received 
by Wells Fargo & Co. at South Dakota stations in Sep- 
tember, 1913, 61.2 per cent were not given delivery serv- 
ice; in January, 1914, 56.6 per cent; in November, 1913, 
57.8 per cent. Of shipments forwarded by the same com- 
pany from South Dakota stations in September, 1913, 20.6 
per cent were not collected; in January, 1914, 27.4 per 
cent; in November, 1913, 25.8 per cent. The service of 
collection and delivery, however, is accorded to Sioux 
City and to competing cities in South Dakota. Whether 
or not delivery of packages is made at the stations to 
which the shipments move, it is obvious that the same 
service is rendered whether the transportation is from 
Sioux City or from the South Dakota cities with which 
it competes. The facts thus brought to our attention by 
the state commission do not, therefore, show a difference 
in the circumstances and conditions of transportation. 
They seem to have been urged in part as showing the 
propriety of a lower level of express rates for intrastate 
traffic than might reasonably be made effective for such 
interstate shipments as receive in larger measure the 
service of collection and delivery. 

The contention is also made that Sioux City is com- 
pensated for the unequal relation of express rates in the 
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7 
enjoyment of freight service which is better in certain 
respects than that of the South Dakota cities. This is 
especially urged in the brief of the South Dakota cities. 
It is clear, however, that the right to a proper relation of 
express rates is not qualified by differences of freight 
service. 

In the foregoing paragraphs we have reviewed the facts 
upon which the state commission places special emphasis 
in support of its position in this case. There remains for 
brief consideration the evidence offered at considerable 
length by defendants. 


Defendants’ Evidence. 


This evidence is intended chiefly to show that the dis- 
crimination, as alleged in the complaint and admitted by 
the answers, does in fact exist, and that the state sched- 
ules of express rates are too low to form the measure of 
reasonable interstate rates applicable between Sioux City 
and South Dakota points, and to other interstate move- 
ments from and to points in that state. We shall not 
review this evidence in detail. Certain statistics, directed 
especially to our attention, show that the South Dakota 
intrastate express business of the American Express Co. 
for the year ended June 30, 1915, estimated on the busi- 
ness of two representative days, yielded 60.9 per cent 
of the revenue which the same business would yield under 
the contemporaneously effective interstate rates for simi- 
lar distances, while the intrastate business of Wells Fargo 
& Co. for the month of November, 1913, yielded 58.3 per 
cent of the revenue similarly computed. As a result of 
defendants’ efforts and those of state commissions to 
make the system established by this Commission of uni- 
form application throughout the United States, aided in 
some instances by modifications of our order, the rates, 
rules and regulations prescribed by us have been adopted 
in 40 states, and more than 90 per cent of the express 
business of the country is now being handled thereunder. 
Express Investigation, 35 I. C. C., 3, 4 (supra). 


Conclusions. 


The state commission asks us to distinguish this case 
from Railroad Commission of La. vs. St. L. S. W. Ry. Co., 
23 I. C. C., 31 (The Traffic World, March 30, 1912, p. 599); 


234 U. S., 342, familiarly known as the Shreveport case, 


by reason of certain considerations which we shall state 
by quotation from its brief. We are referred to Saunders 
& Co. vs. Southern Express Co., 18 I. C. C., 415 (The 
Traffic World, May 28, 1910, p..701), in which under facts 
in part similar to those now before us, the Commission 
held the case in abeyance pending the determination of 
court proceedings. The state commission in the state- 
ments of its contentions, quoted in the. following para- 
graphs, has paraphrased certain references made by Com- 
missioner Prouty to that case in his concurring opinion 
in the Shreveport case, supra, p. 49: 

1. There is no claim of any intent to prefer Sioux Falls or 
any other South Dakota city to Sioux City or any other city 
in an adjoining state; the express rates in question are those 
oe South Dakota R. R. Commission, applicable over all 

The defendants take issue with the state commission 
upon the principal fact underlying this contention. They 
ask us to find that— 
the rates on state business were arbitrarily made without due 
investigation, without any consideration as to whether or not 
they were compensatory, and for the purpose of unduly favor- 
ing South Dakota shippers. 

The circumstances surrounding the making of the intra- 
state express rates are sufficiently disclosed in the fore- 
going footnote quoted from the brief of the state commis- 
sion. It is there frankly stated that the act of legislation 
requiring a reduction of intrastate express rates “was in 
some sense, at least, a retaliatory measure,” but the 
record before us affords no justification for the assertion 
that the intrastate rates were reduced for the purpose 
of unduly favoring South Dakota shippers as against 
their Sioux City competitors. The matter of intention 
may be ef importance under some circumstances in an 
issue of this character, but it cannot be controlling. We 
have before us the relation of express rates as they now 
exist, and it is our duty to determine whether this rela- 
tion effects such discrimination as the act condemns. If 
such discrimination is shown it is none the less our duty 
to require its removal, although the cause of the unlawful 
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relation may have had its origin in motives which are 
above criticism. On the other hand, if such discrimina- 
tion is not shown, an order based upon a finding of wrong- 
ful intention would find no warrant in law. 

2. To hold that those (the intrastate) rates are unduly low 
would be of necessity to hold that the South Dakota schedule 
as a whole is unduly low, and there is no evidence upon which 
the Commission could properly do that. On the other hand, it 
does not seem clear that the rates from Sioux City are unduly 
high, or certainly that rates as low as thosé prescribed by the 
South Dakota commission, if applied from Sioux City, might 
not be unduly low. 

Here the state commission frankly suggests that the 
intrastate express rates might be unduly low if applied 
from Sioux City to South Dakota points. Although a find- 
ing that the intrastate rates are too low for application 
from Sioux City may, in inference, imply a similar judg- 
ment with regard to the intrastate schedule as a whole, 
or may, in consequenec, result in the readjustment of 
those schedules, the fact remains that the intrastate rates 
as a whole are not directly involved in this case. We 
have referred to the answers of the defendants as con- 
taining allegations which would broaden the issues and 
bring before us for review the relation of express rates 
for other movements than those between Sioux City and 
South Dakota points, on the one hand, and between points 
in that state, on the other. Such movements would em- 
brace transportation by express between points in South 
Dakota and points in Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Wyo- 
ming, Montana and North Dakota. Upon such an inquiry 
other interests than those which appear before us here 
would be entitled to be heard. We shall limit our findings 
to the allegations of unreasonableness and unjust dis- 
crimination found in the complaint. 


3. The reasonableness of the express rates under considera- 
tion is being contested before the federal court of the United 
States, and a course which might be adopted by the Commis- 
sion in this case in harmony with precedent would be to 
retain the complaint in this case on the docket, where it might 
be made the subject of further investigation, 


The suit in equity now pending in the District Court 
of the United States for the district of South Dakota 
does not bring into issue, strictly speaking, the reason- 
ableness of the intrastate rates. The inquiry there is 
whether the state has overstepped the constitutional limit 
by making the express rates so unreasonably low that 
the carriers are deprived of their property without due 
process of law and denied the equal protection of the laws. 
The Minnesota Rate Cases, 230 U. S., 352, 483. Holmes & 
Hallowell Co. vs. G. N. Ry. Co., 37 I. C. C., 627, 635 (The 
Traffic World, Feb. 5, 1916, p. 298). If it should be held 
in that case that the intrastate express rates are not con- 
fiscatory, it would still be the duty of this Commission, 
for which it has full power, to require the removal of an 
unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. The 
state commission points to Saunders & Co. vs. Southern 
Express Co., supra, as a precedent for withholding an 
order pending the conclusion of court proceedings. Our 
action in that case was taken before the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the Shreveport case, supra, at a time 
when some doubt existed as to our authority to remove 
unjust discriminations caused by the relation of interstate 
and intrastate rates. Circumstances may undoubtedly 
arise which would make it proper for this Commission 
to withhold its order, but it is clearly under no require- 
ment to do so, for through the delays of ‘litigation such a 
requirement would make it possible to maintain and per- 
haps indefinitely prolong a discrimination which unjustly 
restricted the free movement of commerce between the 
states. In the case before us there is no warrant for 
withholding our order. The complaint was filed on July 
13, 1914. Testimony offered by the complainant and de- 
fendants was taken on Oct. 26 and 27, 1914. A further 
hearing, granted on request of the state commission, was 
not held until Sept. 24, 1915, owing in part to the re- 
quests of that commission for sufficient time in which 
to prepare and present its evidence. Briefs have been 
filed and the parties have been fully heard in oral argu- 
ment. There is no suggestion that the record is incom- 
plete or that further evidence would be of value in de- 
termining the issues before us. The complainant has 
shown that unjust discrimination exists for which it is 
entitled to relief. We think, therefore, that an order 
should be entered without further delay. 


4. Should the Commission find that the circumstances of 
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transportation from Sioux City and from Sioux Falls are the 
same, and should it, upon the finding, order the express com- 
panies to remove discrimination by putting into effect the 
same rates from these two points, a compliance with such an 
order would require the express companies either to reduce 
their Sioux City rate or to assume the burden of showing that 
the South Dakota intrastate express rates established by the 
state commission are unduly low. 

In the sentence of his opinion which follows those thus 
paraphrased Commissioner Prouty said: 

It did not seem to me just to cast this onus upon the carrier 
until we had gone far enough in our investigation to be willing 
to say ourselves how the discrimination should be corrected. 
(BLE. C., BH; 4.) 

This Commission had not then made the exhaustive 
investigation of express rates which has since been com- 
pleted, Express Investigation, supra. We are here under 
no doubt as to how the unjust discrimination found to 
exist should be corrected, for the record conclusively 
shows that the South Dakota rates are too low to be made 
the measure of interstate rates between Sioux City and 
South Dakota points, while there is no proof that the 
rates which this Commission has approved are unreason- 
able, nor has a basis been laid for a modification of our 
order. 

We accordingly find: 

(1) That rates for the interstate transportation of ship- 
ments by express between Sioux City, Ia., and points in 
the state of South Dakota heretofore prescribed by us as 
reasonable have not been shown to be unreasonable. 

(2) That the defendants maintain higher interstate 
rates between Sioux City and points in the state of South 
Dakota than between Sioux Falls, Mitchell, Aberdeen, 
Watertown and Yankton, S. D., and points in the same 
state applicable to shipments by express which are trans- 
ported under substantially similar circumstances and con- 
ditions. 

(3) That thereby an undue preference is given to Sioux 
Falls, Mitchell, Aberdeen, Watertown and Yankton, and 
an undue and unreasonable prejudice and disadvantage 
is effected against Sioux City. 

(4) That the defendants should cease and desist from 
continuing said undue preference and unjust discrimina- 
tion. 

An appropriate order will be entered. 


STATE RATES IN QUESTION 


CASE NO. 7612 (40 I. C. C. 73-77) 
IOWA-DAKOTA GRAIN CO. ET AL. VS. ILLINOIS 
CENTRAL RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 


Submitted Nov. 20, 1915. Opinion No. 3766. 


Upon complaint that the rates charged by defendants on corn 
from interior Iowa points to Council Bluffs, Iowa, on inter- 
state traffic, were unreasonable to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded the rates contemporaneously applicable on like intra- 
state traffic and unduly prejudiced complainants to the 
advantage of shippers having elevators at Council Bluffs; 
Held, That the interstate rates are not shown to have been 
unreasonable, and that the alleged discrimination was due 
entirely to the failure of defendants to collect their legal 


rates on interstate shipments of corn stored in transit at 


Council Bluffs. 





Cc. EB. Childe and J. H. Henderson for complainants; A. P. 
Humburg and R. H. Widdicombe for Illinois Central R. R. Co., 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Ry. Co., and Ghicago 
& Northwestern Ry. Co.; C. C. Wright for defendants. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 
Complainants are corporations engaged in the purchase 
and sale of grain, with offices at Sioux City, Iowa. By 


- complaint, filed Dec. 23, 1914, they allege that the sepa- 


rately established rates charged by defendants for the 
transportation of numerous carload shipments of corn 
moved between July, 1912, and July, 1914, from certain 
stations in Iowa on the Illinois Central Railroad and on 
the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway, 
hereinafter called the Omaha, and to Council Bluffs, lowa, 
destined to points in Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas and Texas 
were unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory to the ex- 
tent that they exceeded the intrastate rates on corn con- 
temporaneously in effect from the same points of origin to 
Council Bluffs. Reparation is asked and the establishment 
of reasonable and non-discriminatory rates for the future. 
The shipments originated at Carnes and Hospers, Iowa, 
on the Omaha, and at Ticonic, Kennebec, Cleghorn, Chero- 
kee, Remsen and Oyens, Iowa, on the Illinois Central. All of 
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the shipments but one moved between February, 1913, and 
July, 1914. The excepted shipment moved July .7, 1912, 
from Remsen. The shipments from Carnes and Hospers 
moved to Council Bluffs by way of Sioux City and the 
Chicago & North Western Railway, hereinafter called the 
North Western; those from points on the Illinois Central 
by way of Sioux City or Onawa, Iowa, and the North 
Western. They were reconsigned at Council Bluffs by way 
of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway, or the Missouri Pacific 
Railway, to Kansas City, Mo., St. Joseph, Mo., Atchison, 
Kan., Little Rock, Ark., or Fort Worth, Tex. No joint 
commodity rates were in effect between the points of 
origin and destination and charges were collected by de- 
fendants at the local rates to Council Bluffs and the pro- 
portional rates applicable beyond. The proportional rates 
in effect from Council Bluffs were 5.5 cents to Kansas 
City, St. Joseph and Atchison, 18 cents to Little Rock and 
28 cents to Fort Worth, and are not assailed. 

The rates on grain between points in Iowa are prescribed 
by the Board of Railroad Commissioners of Iowa on a 
mileage scale. These rates, when for single-line applica- 
tion, have been filed with this Commission, and in the 
absence of joint rates are applicable as components of 
through rates on interstate traffic. Joint rates are pre- 
scribed by the state authorities for traffic moving locally 
within the state of Iowa over two or more railroads on 
the basis of 80 per cent of the combined local rates. This 
rule, which is not made applicable to interstate traffic in 
any tariff on file with this Commission, reads in part as 
follows: 

(1) The freight charge on a shipment of freight passing 
over two or more railroa within this state shall be 80 per 
cent of the sum of the local charges for the distance each rail- 
road hauls the freight. 

(3) In case the application of the 80 per cent rule would make 
the rate less than the continuous mileage rate, then the con- 
tinuous mileage rate shall be the joint rate. 

The obvious effect of this rule is to make lower rates 
applicable on interstate traffic passing over two or more 
lines than apply on interstate traffic between the same 
points. The reductions effected by the application of the 
80 per cent rule in the combination rates on corn from the 
points of origin to Council Bluffs are shown in the follow- 
ing table: 


Combi- 80 per 
nation cent of 


To of local combi- Differ- 
Council Bluffs from— Miles. rates. nation. ence. 
EROS cbs ped 04 vbsliien ROMS WERE 73 9.7 7.8 1.9 
Rn vas ewvhete nan ween 67 : 9.5 7.6 1.9 
CREE = Sa sae teas s cand ees 131 11.6 9.3 2.3 
CHINO. on 0 bid peagekene dee 121 11.3 9.1 2.2 
pS ee eT er ere er 132 11.46 9.2 2.4 
CIE is Libs hadg.b'e bin00 Onn bee 128 11.6 9.2 2.4 
Ce ca cectas ine ah seeic heen 133 11.7 9.3 2.4 
FI Siete eee 146 12.0 9.6 2.4 


Complainants compete in the purchase of grain at point 
in the interior of Iowa, and in its sale at lower Missouri 
River and southern points, with grain dealers having ele- 
vators at Council Bluffs. Dealers at Council Bluffs unload 
all shipments of corn into their elevators at Council Bluffs, 
paying only the intrastate rates, and reship to final destina- 
tions at the proportional rates applicable from Council 
Bluffs. Complainants have no facilities at Council Bluffs 
for the storage of grain and either ship through to destina- 
tion or reconsign their shipments at Council Bluffs, paying 
the rates legally applicable to interstate transportation. 
The difference between the full combination local rates 
to Council Bluffs and the 80 per cent rule rates ranges 
from 1.9 cents per 100 pounds to 2.4 cents on shipments 
from the points of origin. The disadvantage to complain- 
ants is substantial. 

There apparently is discrimination, but whether or not 
it is unjust depends upon the lawfulness of the application 
of the intrastate rates to Council Bluffs under all of the 
circumstances disclosed. The power of the state authori- 
ties to prescribe and regulate rates for the carriage of 
freight locally within the state is indisputable, and it is 
only where the proper application of those rates operates 
to the disadvantage ur prejudice of an interstate shipper 
that our authority to remove discrimination should be 
exercised. If the interstate rates for the initial movement 
are intrinsically reasonable and strict observance by the 
carriers of their tariff rules and regulations would prevent 
the discrimination alleged, no proper case arises for an 
order requiring the removal of the discrimination by the 
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maintenance of identical rates on state and interstate 
traffic. : 


The rates on grain from Council Bluffs to lower Missouri 
River and southern points are, as previously stated, pro- 
portional rates, applicable on traffic originating beyond. 
Local rates, higher than the proportional rates, are pub- 
lished from Council Bluffs to Kansas City, St. Joseph, 
Atchison and Little Rock, but are seldom, if ever, applied. 
No local commodity rate is published from Council Bluffs 
to Fort Worth. Inbound expense bills are surrendered by 
the consignor at Council Bluffs as proof that the grain 
originated at an interior point and is entitled to the pro- 
portional rates out. During the period under consideration 
the tariffs of the carriers leading from Council Bluffs to 
the destinations in question provided for the absorption of 
elevation charges at Council Bluffs and of connecting lines’ 
inbound and outbound switching charges to and from the 
elevators. These absorptions invariably were made on all 
grain shipped from Council Bluffs, apparently recognizing 
that storage in an elevator there was but the temporary 
suspension of a through interstate movement. The in- 
bound intrastate rate, which was used as one component 
of the through rate charged from the interior point to 
final destination, was not lawfully applicable to the through 
movement. As was said in Merchants Exchange of St. 
Louis vs. B. & O. R. R. Co., 34 I. C. C. 341 (The Traffic 
World, July 17, 1915, p. 104), where a like situation was 
presented: 


All the carriers leading from St. Louis provide for the ab- 
sorption of elevation charges of one-foyrth cent per bushel 
on outbound shipments of grain that has been stored in ele- 
vators at St. Louis. This absorption is made on the theory 
that the inbound and outbound movements comprise a through 
movement and that the grain has been elevated in transit. 
Whenever the absorption is made the grain cannot lawfully 
move forward except at the balance of the through rate. 


Since this proceeding was instituted defendants have 


‘discontinued the practice of absorbing elevation charges 


on shipments of grain stored at Council Bluffs and re- 
shipped to the destinations in controversy. 


It is clear that unjust discrimination would never have 
been alleged if the carriers had always observed their legal 
rates for the interstate movement. The same charges 
would have applied on all shipments whether stored tem- 
porarily in elevators at Council Bluffs or reconsigned in 
the original cars. 


Complainants also contend that the combination rates 
charged for the transportation of corn from the points pre- 
viously named to Council Bluffs were unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded rates based on 80 per cent of 
the combination rates. Sperific rates no higher than those 
asked have been in force from Carnes and Hospers since 
Nov. 9, 1914, but the Illinois Central has declined to publish 
joint rates on the 80 per cent basis from stations on its 
line to Council Bluffs. The combination rate to Council 
Bluffs, charged on the shipment of July 7, 1912, from Rem- 
sen, was assailed in Flanley Grain Co. vs. C., B. & Q. R. R. 
Co., Docket No. 5802, unreported: It was not found to 
have been unreasonable and the complaint was dismissed. 
Subsequently a rehearing was denied and conditions have 
not changed since. ; 

Complainants urge that the joint rates prescribed by 
the state commission are reasonable, that they were estab- 
lished after a full investigation in which all parties in- 
terested were given an opportunity to be heard, and that 
they have not been contested by defendants. Defendants 
insist, however, that the-joint rates on corn in Iowa are 
compulsory, and are on an unreasonably low basis. Com- 
parisons with mileage rates on corn in Illinois and South 
Dakota, which are submitted, tend to show that the rates 
in Iowa applicable to interstate traffic are not unreasonable. 


We find that the rates assailed are not shown to be un- 
reasonable or unjustly discriminatory, and the complaint 
will be dismissed. 


It is apparent, however, that defendants’ failure to apply 
the interstate rates to Council Bluffs on shipments stored 
in elevators there and subsequently forwarded under pro- 
portional or reshipping rates to interstate destinations and 
to collect charges on that basis, resulted in such shipments 
being undercharged, a 
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RATES FROM VIRGINIA CITIES 


CASE NO. 7469 (40 I. C. C., 24-34) 

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE COM- 
MONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA VS. CHESAPEAKE & 
OHIO RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 


Submitted May 15, 1915. Opinion No. 3753. 

Upon the facts of record, Held: 

1. Virginia cities class rates to North Carolina not unreason- 
able.—Defendants’ class rates from the Virginia cities to 
points in eastern North Carolina not shown to be unrea- 
sonable either in themselves or relatively. 

2. No unlawful discrimination in favor of Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville.—Such rates not shown to unjustly discriminate against 
the Virginia cities or to unduly favor Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville. Complaint dismissed. 





Jno. Garland Pollard, Francis B. James, E. E. Williamson, 
E. S. Goodman, W. A. Cox, W. M. Martin, John Wood and 
Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost for complainant and for 
chambers of commerce of Richmond, Norfolk, Petersburg and 
Roanoke, interveners. R. Walton Moore, Frank W. Gwathmey 
and Charles J. Rixey for defendants. E. L. Travis for Cor- 
poration Commission of North Carolina, intervener. J. C. For- 
rester for Chamber of Commerce of Greensboro, N, C., inter- 
vener. , 


McCHORD, Commissioner: 

This proceeding involves the lawfulness of defendants’ 
class rates from Richmond, Norfolk, Suffolk, Petersburg, 
Lynchburg and Roanoke, Va., hereinafter called the Vir- 
ginia cities, to a large number of points in the state of 
North Carolina. The complaint, filed by the State Cor- 
poration Commission of the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
alleges that the rates are unreasonable under section 1 
of the act, and unjustly discriminatory under section 3. 
The chambers of commerce of the Virginia cities named, 
excepting Lynchburg and Suffolk, filed a joint petition of 
intervention, with allegations substantially the same as 
those of the complaint. The Corporation Commission of 
North Carolina and the Chamber of Commerce of Greens- 
boro, in that state, filed separate petitions of intervention 
in opposition to the contentions of the complainant. 

The rates in question are grouped both as to points of 
origin and points of destination. As a general proposition 
the rates from all the Virginia cities to all points in a 
given group are the same. Destination groups on the 
Atlantic Coast Line, hereinafter called the Coast Line, are 
designated by numbers 1, 2 and 3; those on the Seaboard 
Air Line, hereinafter called the Seaboard, are designated 
by like numbers; and those on the Southern Railway, 
hereinafter called the Southern, are designated by num- 
bers 1 and 2. Broadly speaking, these groups embrace 
all points in the state of North Carolina, including States- 
ville, Charlotte and points east thereof, excepting Wil- 
mington, Newbern and perhaps a few others at or near 
the coast. To some of the points in group No. 1 on the 
Coast Line the rates from Lynchburg and Roanoke are 
higher than the group rate from the other Virginia cities. 
All rates herein stated are in cents per 100 pounds. The 
rates under attack, taking the numbered classes for illus- 
tration, are shown in the following table: 


From Virginia cities to— > ae ae ee Se. 
61 51 42 32 28 21 


OE PER od eee te phe ane 
CE UR ia eek COR hen cbReidah cuss s dd 68 58 48 38 33 25 
SED Ie gs adie ke nis 6s keds chev bs beac. he 80 70 60 50 40 32 


For many years the carriers have applied from Cincin- 
nati, O., and Louisville, Ky., to the Virginia cities a sys- 
tem of basing rates, used in making through rates to 
points in North Carolina, as follows: 

CS Fails OWS FROM HAR Te pile a me 
Rate 32. 28 22 15 12 10 

Combinations of these basing rates with the local rates 
from the Virginia cities, using group 1 on the Coast Line 
for illustration, resulted in through rates as follows: 


ee ee 


1 2 3 4 5 
Cincinnati and Louisyille basing rates.. 32 28 22 15 12 10 
Virginia cities rates to Group 1......... 61 51 42 32 


Through rates ...........20sseeseeeeees 93 79 64 47 40 31 

Through rates made up in that manner were in effect 
for more than 25 years prior to June 20, 1914. On that 
date the carriers published and made effective reduced 
through rates from Cincinnati and Louisville to the North 
Carolina points, which for the numbered classes are as 
follows: 

From Cincinnati and Louisville to— 22S... +: ee 
71 56 41 84 27 


CEE Soong eos spas 146 065 po sca sed vines s 82 
CE S60 ee eb RES Gg hee nds 088s caven aces 89 78 62 47 39 31 
GID Bei 666 oh s cc ois cw iWe ves bicsdevies 101 90 74 69 46 38 
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The reductions were the same to all the groups, and by 
classes were: 


i ee a ea 
a ee ees 


The new rates were brought about by establishing pro- 
portional rates from the Virginia cities on traffic from 
Cincinnati and Louisville and from points beyond, which 
are lower than the local rates from the Virginia cities by 
the amounts last above mentioned. There were no reduc- 
tions in the rates from the Virginia cities proper. 

The proposed reduction in these rates was the subject 
of inquiry by this Commission in Rates to North Carolina 
Points, 29 I. C. C., 550 (The Traffic World, March 21, 1914, 
p. 557). The carriers asked for relief from the long-and- 
short-haul rule of the fourth section in order to establish 
and apply such rates via routes through Asheville, N. C., 
and other southern gateways. The complainant in this 
proceeding and the chambers of commerce of said Vir- 
ginia cities, excepting Lynchburg and Suffolk, intervened 
in that case and presented testimony and argument in 
opposition to the adjustment proposed. These Virginia 
interests are together hereinafter called complainants. 
Their contentions in the former case were, in substance, 
that the Virginia cities had theretofore enjoyed an advan- 
tage to which they were entitled by reason of their loca- 
tion on strong lines of railroad with high density of traffic; 
that the suggested new adjustment was an attempt by 
shippers of North Carolina to deprive the Virginia cities 
of their rightful advantage and thus to discriminate against 
them; and that the rates proposed were the outcome of 
duress and coercion by the state of North Carolina and 
were the price of a dearly bought peace between the car- 
riers and the officials and people of that state. In dispos- 
ing of this aspect of the controversy the Commission said: 

In Charlotte Shippers’ Asso. vs. S. Ry. Co., 11 L C. C., 108, 
the Commission had occasion to examine the rates from west- 
ern points to Charlotte and other peints in North Carolina. 

We then found the low rates to the Virginia cities and the 
relatively high rates to points in North Carolina to be a source 
of irritation and complaint, and the view was expressed that 
such rates would always be regarded by the shippers as an 
injustice and that their discontent would prove an embarrass- 
ment to the roads. The Commission recommended that the 
carriers consider the establishment of rates which should be 
produced by the addition to the proportional rates to the Vir- 
ginia cities of something less than the full locals from the Vir- 
ginia cities to points of destination in North Carolina. That, 
as we see it, is what willbe brought about by this adjustment, 
and we fail to see in the contention of the Virginia cities how 
undue discrimination or any discrimination whatever against 
those cities will result from the proposed adjustment, which, 
in principle, accords with the adjustment prescribed by us for 
Durham and Winston-Salem in Corporation Commission of N. 
C. vs. N. & W. Ry. Co., 19 I. C. C., 303 

As already indicated, the reduced through rates are 
made up of the basing rates from Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville to the Virginia cities plus the new proportional rates 
beyond. The alleged discrimination is based on the theory 
that such reduced through rates, in the absence of similar 
reductions in the rates from the Virginia cities proper, 
unduly favor Cincinnati and Louisville to the disadvan- 
tage of the Virginia cities. 
is some degree of competition between the Virginia cities 
on the one hand and Cincinnati and Louisville on the 
other in supplying the markets of North Carolina, but the 
showing of record in this respect is very meager and in- 
definite. Counsel for complainants stated at the hearing, 
and reiterated in their opening brief and on oral argu- 
ment, that their chief reliance was on section 1 of the act. 
They subsequently asked for and were granted a reargu- 
ment on the question of discrimination in which they 
insisted that the rates attacked are unduly prejudicial to 
the Virginia cities as compared with the reduced through 
rates from Cincinnati and Louisville. The evidence does 
not show, however, that under the present rate adjust- 
ment there is discrimination, undue or otherwise, against 


were eee eee ee eee eee eee eee ee) 


the Virginia cities; and upon careful consideration of all 
the facts of record bearing upon this question, and of the - 


matters presented on the reargument, we find nothing 
that would justify a change of the views we expressed in 
Rates to North Carolina Points, supra. 


The specific allegation under section 1 of the act is 
that the class rates from the Virginia cities to the North 
Carolina territory “are unjust and unreasonable, both 
relatively and per se.” The complainants contend, in sub- 
stance, that the long existence of the former rate adjust- 
ment should be regarded as proof of its reasonableness, 


There may be and doubtless, 
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and they insist that the disruption of that adjustment by 
the reduced through rates of June 20, 1914, brought about 
a situation which makes the rates from the Virginia 
cities proper unreasonable in themselves, and relatively, 
because “out of proper relation to and out of proper ad- 
justment with” the reduced rates. They further contend 
that the rates from the Virginia cities are unreasonable 
as compared with lower intrastate rates for similar dis- 
tances in the states of Virginia and North Carolina, re- 
spectively. 

There is dispute as to whether the reduced rates were 
voluntarily established by the carriers. They were the 
direct outcome of a compromise between the authorities 
of the state of North Carolina on the one hand and the 
railroads serving the state on the other hand of a dis- 
pute as to the propriety of the former adjustment. The 
state insisted that its rates were unreasonable as com- 
pared with rates to the Virginia cities, and that by reason 
thereof the Virginia cities were unduly favored. The 
carriers insisted that the adjustment was reasonable and 
fair, and especially that the rates to North Carolina were 
not unreasonable in themselves. This dispute was the 
source of unceasing irritation and complaint for many 
years, until finally the situation became so acute that the 
public interests as well as the interests of the carriers 
demanded a settlement. To effect such settlement a revi- 
sion of the rates from the West to North Carolina was 
necessary, and a system of proportional rates somewhat 
less than the local rates from the Virginia cities, to be 
used in constructing through rates to North Carolina from 
Cincinnati and Louisville and from points beyond, was 
agreed on as already above set forth. The carriers did 
not, at any time during the negotiations which led to the 
compromise, concede that the former rates were excessive 
or unreasonable. On the contrary, they contended that meas- 
ured by the generally accepted standards of reasonable- 
ness the former rates to North Carolina were not unrea- 
sonable; but they were confronted by a situation in North 
Carolina which imperatively demanded some concessions 
on their part in order to secure a settlement of the irritat- 
ing controversy. The insistence by the state was not so 
much that the former rates to North Carolina were in 
themselves unreasonable, but that as compared with rates 
to the Virginia cities they were unjust and unfair to 
North Carolina. Any settlement of the controversy, there- 
fore, necessarily involved a change of relationship in the 
rates from the West as between North Carolina and the 
Virginia cities. This change was the outcome of the com- 
promise, and thus was brought about the situation of 
which the Virginia cities now complain. Under the cir- 
cumstances it would be unfair to the carriers to say that 
the reduced rates were voluntarily established otherwise 
than in the sense that they were agreed to in order to 
secure a settlement of the long continued controversy 
with the state. They were not voluntary in any sense 
that would justify their consideration as evidence that 
the former rates were unreasonable. As expressed by some 
of the witnesses, the reduced through rates were agr 
to “as the price of peace.” j 


It is true that in determining the reasonableness of 
rates, due consideration of their relation to other rates 
of the various carriers serving the same or competing 
localities should be given. In other words, section 1 of 
the act contemplates that rates to be just and reasonable 
must be relatively fair as between localities similarly 
situated, as well as reasonable per se. This general 
proposition is supported by numerous authorities, of which 
frequent citations are made in the briefs of counsel. But 
while the relationship of the rates involved in this case 
was changed by the tariffs of June 20, 1914, we do not 
find that the record justifies the contention, so earnestly 
urged by the complainants, that the rates from the Vir- 
ginia cities were by such tariffs thrown “out of proper 
relation to and out of proper adjustment with” the through 
rates from the West. Such contention necessarily implies 
that the former relationship which caused the controversy 
between the carriers and the state of North Carolina was 
equitably just and proper, whereas it was not until the 
compromise of that controversy by the new rate adjust- 
ment that peace and harmony were established where con- 
tention and strife had existed for many years. The rates 
which the complainants seek to have established from the 
Virginia cities proper are in most cases identically the 
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same as the proportional] rates now in effect. To establish 
the rates asked for would at once restore the old relation- 
ship, ‘and this would undoubtedly cause a renewal of the 
old controversy. This Commission pointed out to the 
carriers more than 10 years ago the conditions which were 
responsible for that controversy, and in the Charlotte 
Shippers Cage, already referred to, in suggesting a means 
whereby the carriers themselves might relieve the situa- 
tion, we recommended a system of proportional rates to 
North Carolina territory on practically the same principle 
that underlies the present reduced rates, and we then 
observed that no other method would serve to remove the 
irritation and complaint growing out of such conditions. 
In Rates to North Carolina Points, supra, we in effect 
approved the new adjustment as substantially in accord 
with our previous recommendations, and said in substance 
that no injustice to the Virginia cities could result there- 
from. The relatively shorter distances from the Virginia 
cities to the North Carolina territory than from Cincinnati 
and Louisville to the same territory are relied on in sup- 
port of the contention that the rates from the Virginia 
cities are unreasonable. The element of distance is an 
important matter to be considered in determining the 
reasonableness of rates in their relation to other rates 
with which they are compared, but distance alone is not 
controlling, and in many cases must yield to other and 
more weighty circumstances and conditions. Corporation 
Commission, North Carolina, vs. N. & W. Ry. Co., 19 I. C. 
C., 303, 308-309 (The Traffic World, July 16, 1910, p. 126). 
The present case is an apt illustration of this principle. 


A question is raised as to the basis of the 32-cent scale 
of basing rates from Cincinnati and Louisville to the Vir- 
ginia cities. The testimony of the carriers is to the effect 
that such scale was arrived at by deducting from the 
rates from Chicago to the Virginia cities the rates from 
Chicago to Cincinnati and Louisville, as follows: 


| Ma Sone oe Le ae 


From Chicago to Virginia cities......... 72 62 47 32 27 22 
From Chicago to Cincinnati and Louis- : 
VERE aig 3 toe Bn 0n'o Sar oh EdMS C4 Rhea Deaea ness 40 34 25 17 15 12 


From Cincinnati and Louisville to Vir- 
SEEN GHPOE Ko cacee iced seFiessPeCeeese 32 28 22 15 12 10 


The theory is that the Chicago-Virginia cities rates, 
which were and are influenced by trunk line conditions 
conducive to a low level of rates, were first established, 
and that the 32-cent scale was the incidental result of 
subtracting the Chicago-Cincinnati and Louisville scale in 
the manner just shown. The complainants say the 32- 
cent scale was established by the Louisville & Nashville 
and Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific railways, to 
be used in making through rates from the West to North 
Carolina territory, and was not influenced in any manner 
by the low level of the Chicago-Virginia cities’ rates, but 
merely represented competitive market conditions at Chi- 
cago on the one hand and at the cities of Cincinnati and 
Louisville 6n the other. In other words, their contention is 
that the through rates from Cincinnati and Louisville to 
North Carolina territory were established without regard 
to trunk line conditions, and that the rates from Chicago 
to the same territory were then made higher by differen- 
tials of 40 cents first class. This they assert brought about 
a definite and fixed relationship between the rates from 
Cincinnati. and Louisville to North Carolina on the one 
hand and the rates from the Virginia cities to the same 
territory on the other hand. It is unnecessary to state in 
detail the influences which resulted in a relatively low 
level of rates from the West to the Virginia cities. It 
appears in this case, as well as in numerous others, that 
such rates were made under competitive conditions, and 
therefore cannot properly become the bases of comparison 
with rates from the Virginia cities to points which are not 
subject to similar influences. We do not think it a matter 
of distinctive importance whether the 32-cent scale was 
brought about by the one method or the other. When 
the former rates to this North Carolina territory were 
established from the West and from the Virginia cities, a 
relationship between them naturally and logically resulted; 
but it was not a fixed and established relationship in the 
sense that either set of rates was dependent upon the 
other, or that a change in the rates from the West would 
necessarily involve a ‘relatively similar change in the 
rates from the Virginia cities. That for many years the 
differences between the rates from the West and the rates 
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from the Virginia cities to North Carolina were the same 
as the 32-cent scale is not questioned, but the Carriers do 
not admit, nor do we think the record shows, that such 
differences represented at any time a definite, fixed or 
established relationship, in the sense contended for by the 
complainants. As already pointed out, the former adjust- 
ment was never satisfactory to shippers of North Carolina, 
and by sheer force of the conditions produced by it, the 
carriers were compelled to bring about the readjustment of 
which complaint is here made. We do not think the re- 
ductions which were necessary to that end, when con- 
sidered in the light of all the circumstances and conditions 
shown of record, should be given weight as evidence 
against the reasonableness of the rates from the Virginia 
cities. There has been a great deal of discussion of the 
new relationship by counsel in their briefs, to all of which 
we have given careful attention. 


On the facts of record bearing upon this branch of the 
inquiry, considered in the light of former cases involving 
rates to this North Carolina territory, we fail to find that 
the present rates from the Virginia cities proper are out 
of just and reasonable proportion to the through rates 
from the west, or that they are unfair or unduly preju- 
dicial to the complaining Virginia interests. We are con- 
vinced by the record that the public interests are served 
in a more equitable manner under the new adjustment 
than they were under the old. 


The complainants’ further contention of unreasonable- 
ness in the rates from the Virginia cities is based on 
comparisons with intrastate rates in North Carolina and 
Virginia. As already pointed out, the rates in question 
are grouped, and no change in this respect is asked. The 
group of origin includes all the Virginia cities, and the 
groups of destination are indicated by numbers, as stated 
above. The complainants compare the rates from the 
Virginia cities to the groups on the Coast Line-and the 
Seaboard with the North Carolina intrastate distance rates 
published by those lines. As to the two groups on the 
line of the Southern, the rates from the Virginia cities 
are comipared with a composite of the Virginia and North 
Carolina intrastate scales. These comparisons show the 
interstate rates generally higher than the intrastate rates; 
and because the transportation conditions are in most 
respects identical, whether the business is interstate or 
intrastate, the complainants insist that the interstate rates 
are unreasonable. Representative results of such com- 
parisons are shown in tables compiled from complainants’ 
exhibits, in which rates on the numbered classes from 
Richmond, Norfolk, Petersburg and Suffolk to group 2 
points on the Coast Line and the Seaboard, and from 
Richmond, Norfolk, Suffolk and Lynchburg to group 2 
points on the Southern, are used for illustration, as fol- 
lows: 


ATLANTIC COAST LINE. 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
cities 
(average distance 192 iefiaas © 68.0 58.0 48.0 
North Carolina intrastate scale 
for distance of 192 miles....... 56.0 49.0 41.0 


Virginia interstate sca 


Difference 


so aggre re LINE, 


Virginia cities interstate sca 

(average distance 243 * ules. © 68.0 58.0 48.0 
North rolina intrastate scale 

for distance of 243 miles....... 65.0 65.0 45.0 


Difference 


ce ge RAILWAY. 


Virginia cities interstate sca 

(average distance 245 ean © 68.0 58.0 48.0 
Composite - of Virginia-N orth 

Carolina ‘intrastate scales for 

distance of 245 miles.......... 62.5 652.0 42.0 32.0 27.5 21.0 


2! PN eres Pest wre 5.5 .6.0 6.0 6.0 55 4.0 


The defendants objected to the use of the intrastate 
rates as bases of comparison, and in support of their 
objection submitted evidence to the effect that the North 
Carolina rates were established by the authorities of that 
state over their protest, and are operated only in obedi- 
ence to the command of the state statute. They contend 
that such rates cannot be regarded as voluntary, and 
should not be accepted as standards whereby to determine 
the reasonablenes of the interstate rates. It was pointed 
out that, excepting the Virginia state rates, the North 


38.0 33.0 25.0 


: 
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Carolina scale is the lowest operated anywhere in the 
South; also, that the Virginia rates in effect on the main 
line of the Southern are the result of conditions which 
forced them to a low level; that they were originally 
established by the Richmond & Danville road to meet 
compétition by the Chesapeake & Ohio, and were inherited 
by the Southern when the latter became the owner of the 
Richmond & Danville lines. 

State-made rates as a standard of reasonableness are 
entitled to weight in connection with interstate rate con- 
siderations. Baltimore Switching Charges, 32 I. C. C., 376, 
379 (The Traffic World, Jan. 2, 1915, p. 18); Freight Rates 
from Minnesota Points, 32 I. C. C., 361, 363 (The Traffic 
World, Jan. 2, 1915, p. 13). In deciding this and similar 
cases we must consider all the evidence and circumstances 
surrounding the interstate situation, as well as the condi- 
tions which brought about the intrastate adjustment. 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis vs. B. & O. R. R. Co., 
34 I. C. C., 341 (The Traffic World, July 17, 1915, p. 104); 
Merrill & Bros. vs. I. C. R. R. Co., 36 I. C. C., 523, 524 
(The Traffic World, Dec 15, 1915, p. 1154). These well- 
established principles apply forcefully to the comparisons 
submitted by the complainants in this case. 

In an exhibit filed by the defendants the intrastate 
scales of rates published by the Southern Railway in the 
states of Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Ten- 
nessee and Mississippi are compared with the North Caro- 
lina scale published by the same line. From this exhibit 
it appears that the North Carolina rates are lower than 
those of any of the other states except Virginia, and also 
lower than the averages of all the other scales, including 
that of Virginia. This is shown by the tables next below, 
which give the rates of the Southern in the several 
states and the averages of such rates, excluding the North 
Carolina scale, for distances of 190 miles, 240 miles and 
280 miles, respectively, using the numbered classes for 
illustration: 


FOR 190 MILES. 


' 1 2 3 4 5 6 

North Carolina ....... 61.0 51.0 42.0 $2.0 28.0 21.0 
WE iwickvevs cess. 50.0 43.0 33.0 23.0 19.0 16.0 
BOS | 5c oh Ki ee co veces 85.0 73.0 61.0 49.0 40.0 34.0 
South Carolina ....... 66.0 56.0 48.0 43.0 35.0 27.0 
Ge des cciecccces 85.0 73.0 61.0 49.0 40.0 34.0 
Tennessee .........++ 66.0 58.0 54.0 41.0 35.0 30.0 
Mississippi ........... 76.0 61.0 50.0 42.0 36.0 32.0 
Average .......-++. 71.2 60.6 51.1 $1.1 34.1 28.5 

FOR. 240. MILES 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

North Carolina ...... 65.0 55.0 45.0 35.0 30.0 23.0 
|) ere 68.0 48.0 38.0 28.0 24.0 18.0 
P<. ds ecskiec ce? 93.0 85.0 68.0 55.0 43.0 36.0 
South Carolina ...... 71.0 61.0 53.0 48.0 40.0 29.0 
BES ae ae 93.0 85.0 68.0 55.0 43.0 36.0 
Tennessee ........... 75.0 65.0 60.0 45.0 35.0 30.0 
BIBER | 0 00.08 000.80 78.0 68.8 57.4 46.2 37.0 29.8 

FOR 280 MILES. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

North Carolina ....... 66.0 56.0 46.0 36.0 31.0 23.0 
WE Sew ceeiss cscs 64.0 53.0 43.0 32.0 28.0 23.0 
Ala Pe ee 98.0 90.0 71.0 59.0 45.0 40.07 
South Carolina ....... 75.0 65.0 57.0 52.0 44.0 31.0 
re 98.0 90.0 71.0 59.0 45.0 40.0 
SU ee 83.7 74.5 60.5 50.5 40.5 33.5 


Exhibits of a similar import were filed by the Seaboard 
and the Coast Line. It is not necessary to go into a 
further or detailed analysis of the exhibits filed by either 
side. It should be observed, however, that the compari- 
sons by the defendants are not supported by evidence of 
substantial similarity of transportation conditions except in 
a general way. On the whole, we do not think the intra- 
state rates submitted by either side are proper standards 
of comparison for the purposes intended. Moreover, no 
discrimination against the Virginia cities is alleged or 
appears as between the interstate rates on the one hand 
and the North Carolina intrastate rates on the other, and 
on the record before us it would be just as reasonable to 
presume that the latter rates are too low as to hold that 
the former are too high. 

Many matters embodied in the evidence or pointed out 
in the briefs of counsel are not herein specifically dis- 
cussed or referred to, but they have all been considered. 
To discuss them in detail would unduly prolong this re- 
port and serve no useful purpose. 





Upon consideration of all the facts disclosed -of record, 
and of the contentions of counsel based thereon, we are > 
of opinion and find that the rates from the Virginia cities | 


to the North Carolina territory herein involved have not 
been shown to be unreasonable in themselves or relatively. 
We are further of opinion and find that under the present 
adjustment of rates from the Virginia cities to North 
Carolina on the one hand, and from Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville to North Carolina on the other hand, there is no 
unjust discrimination against the Virginia cities or undue 
preference in favor of Cincinnati and Louisville. It fol- 
lows that the complaint must be dismissed, and it will be 
so ordered. 


PRINCIPLES OF ACCOUNTING 


Many excellent books on the subject of accounting have 
been useful to the mature accountant for reference, but 
have been impenetrable to the novice. In spite of labori- 
ous readings he cannot see why certain accounts should 
be debited on certain occasions. This is perhaps because 
he has never had the fundamentals of the science con- 
vincingly explained to him. It is with a view to meeting 
this need that a new text has been prepared by Stephen 
Gilman, B. S., who has already put his stamp on many 
departments of business and science. For several years 
he was manager of the credit department of the Tennessee 
Coal, Iron and Railroad Company, and, in addition, he 
has made a position for himself as a teacher of account- 
ants—a work in which he has been so successful that 
he now devotes his entire time to the educational field. 

In the new book, “Principles of Accounting,” in addi- 
tion to the exposition, there are extensive illustrations 
based on actual practice. A striking device is the use of 
diagrams and charts showing the relation of various ac- 
counts to each other, the organization of business, etc. 
At the end of each chapter is a series of questions by 
which the student can test his understanding of the ma- 
terial just studied. 


“Principles of Accounting” is published by La Salle: 


Extension University, Chicago, and forms a part of the 
material of its course in higher accountancy. 


PANAMA RAILROAD STEAMSHIP LINE 


(Panama Canal Record, June 7.) 


Following the departure of the Allianca from Cristobal 
for New York on June 8 there will be left on the wharves 
and piers on the Isthmus approximately 35,000 tons of 
cargo destined to New York, with papers calling for ship- 
ment over the Panama Railroad Line. Ships coming to 
Cristobal from ports on the west coast of South America 
since the reopening of the canal have been bringing two 
and three times their previous normal cargoes. The world- 
wide shortage of shipping has greatly increased the load- 
ing of the west- coast lines, and the fleet with which the 
Panama Railroad was formerly able to handle the Atlantic 
traffic under its co-carrier agreements is taxed to keep 
pace with the increased deliveries. The demand on the 
Panama Railroad Line has naturally been augmented by 
the absence of the former services to New York of the 
Hamburg-American and Royal Mail steamers. 





CHANGE IN DOCKET 


The hearing in I. and 8S. Docket 820 and ist and 2d 
supplemental orders “Fruits and Vegetables,” assigned for 
June 26 at New Orleans, before Examiner Watkins, was 
postponed to a date to be hereafter fixed. 
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The Open Forum 


A Department for the Discussion by Patrons and Friends of THE TRAFFIC WORLD of 
Transportation Questions of Interest to Traffic Men Who Keep in Touch 
With the Times—Contributions Are Welcomed 





ABUSE OF LEGISLATION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

We have had a lot of half-baked legislation designed to 
regulate our domestic commerce. The history of the sev- 
eral Cummins amendments is a fine illustration. The 
first amendment caused no end of inconvenience, diffi- 
culties and dissatisfaction until the Commission and the 
courts emasculated it, but this could not be accomplished 
until the author of the law had been interviewed to 
ascertain what the law really meant. Now comes a new 
amendment to tell us what the first amendment means 
and seems to illustrate the proverb, “language is intended 
to conceal thought.” 

I am impressed with the thought that transportation 
is fast becoming a business from which all policy is being 
eliminated. In commercial life the fact that a concern 
is a good customer who is reliable, whose principles 
are worthy and whose relations are worth cultivating 
cuts a considerable figure. It does not always depend 
on the size of his account, his nationality, religion or 
“previous condition of servitude’”—he bears a good reputa- 
tion—he is “square,” and so the strict terms of purchase 
are relaxed for the purpose of furthering and strength- 
ening business relations. But, in the transportation busi- 
ness the ever present fear of the law, the morbid fear of 
exercising discrimination which might be open to criti- 
cism is fast creating a condition- between the buyer and 
seller of transportation which is deplorable. “It is the 
law—it is the law,” says the carrier, and whets his blade 
for the pound of fiesh. And the interpretation of the 
law so involved, so difficult to understand, is applied 
without any regard to the “rule of reason,” the good 
faith of the buyer or the purpose of the carrier—‘it is 
the law.” Moreover, the law as embodied in tariffs, rules 
and regulations, classifications and exceptions, is often 
executed and administered by employes whose training 
and experience gives them neither breadth of vision nor 
judgment. 

There comes to mind a beautiful, inspiring poem: 

Oh! law, fair form of liberty, 
God’s light is on thy brow. 
Oh! liberty, thou soul of law, 
God’s very self art thou. 


One the clear river’s sparkling flood that clothes the bank 
with green, 
And one the line of stubborn rock that holds the waters in, 
Friends whom we cannot think apart, seeming each other’s 
foe. 
Twin flowers upon a single stalk with equal grace that 
grow. 
Oh! fair ideas, we write your name across our banners 
bold, 
For you the sluggard’s brain is fire, 
For you the coward bold. 
Oh! daughter of the bleeding past, 
Oh! hope the prephets saw, — 
God give us law in liberty 
And liberty in law! 


This is what some of us would like to think law means 
and in the light of that conception serve, but when we see 
legislation prostituted to selfish, unworthy ends we get 
a rude shock. Perhaps some day our legislators will re- 
turn to the paths they have departed from, and then law 
will not be like a pall to restrict, restrain and repress 
our activities, but will be as a beautiful sheltering mantle 
beneath whose ample protecting folds we may reach the 
ultimate measure of development and achieve the great- 
est measure of human happiness. 

J. D. HASHAGEN. 

Boston, Mass., June 14, 1916. 


ANOTHER DEPARTMENT NEEDED 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The subject of interstate and intrastate rates is a 
muddle that soon must be eliminated, and the mileage 
rates established, which can be successfully accomplished 
by. adding or deducting a certain per cent to meet heavy 
grade or port competition. 

Our Interstate Commerce Commission has accomplished 
a great deal in the way of regulations, but still has some 
very necessary and important ones yet to put in force. 
But we need another department of our Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, or a commission by itself to look 
after the regulation of the supply and price of foodstuffs. 
You may say the price is regulated by the demand and 
supply, which is not always true by a great deal, because 
our supply is controlled by big interests, who, by their 
conniving, can corner and control the supply and cry out 
shortage when there is no shortage, and hold for higher 
prices and get them until the producer, thinking there 
is a shortage, creates a good supply. Then the hoarders 
come out and glut the market in order to lay in another 
good supply at a figure non-remunerative to the producer. 
Nevertheless, they get away with it and get their high 
prices, as this is a free country, and, by taking advantage 
of their freedom, they can rob you with both your eyes 
open and there is no one with sufficient power to dictate 
to them. Then the consuming public cries out high cost 
of living and demands more wages in osder to live, and 
here we enter into the field that has been discussed by. 
people from the lowest to the highest ranks of mankind, 
“even womankind.” 

I can state several reasons for the high cost of living: 
First, vain living and demand for luxuries, such as each 
trying to outdo the other to the extent and beyond one’s 
means, whereby they resort to credit, which is easy to 
get into and a great many never close them until Father 
Time closes the account. Second, there are too many 
people making a living off of what a few have produced, 
as we have too many speculators to furnishing a living 
to after the product leaves the producer until it gets to 
the consumer, and the game of tit for tat continues, and 
the rise in cost of living dontinues. The public is still 
unable to check the continued rise and, as most people 
are of a jealous disposition, they are always blaming this’ 
trust and that trust when they by their demands have 
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been and are almost as liable for present conditions as 
anyone else. But the point I wish to bring forward is 
the need of another unbiased commission whereby each 
party, labor and capital, can trust their differences for a 
just decision, which would relieve the jv.alous tension 
of tit for tat, giving each party a better chance to under- 
stand the other fellow’s situation. This is why I favor 
another permanent commission to keep tab on production 
and regulation and thereby prevent discrimination in 
the cost of foodstuffs. 


Denver, Colo. JOHN W. BOYD. 


HEARING ON SHEPPARD BILL 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The adoption of a platform plank by the Republican 
national convention, calling for the elimination of state 
railroad regulating bodies and the centralization of con- 
trol over common carriers in the Interstate Commerce 
Commission may precipitate clashes between those who 
believe in nationalism and those who believe in states’ 
rights long before the Republican party has an oppor- 
tunity to try putting his ideas into legislation. The first 
encounter on that subject may grow out of the hearing 
scheduled for June 30, on Senate bill No. 5242, introduced 
by Senator Sheppard of Texas. 

That bill seeks to amend the Act to regulate commerce 
so as to neutralize the Shreveport decision. In that case 
the Interstate Commerce Commission sought to give the 
Louisiana city’s merchants and manufacturers an oppor- 
tunity to do business in eastern Texas on rates as favor- 
able as those given to Texas merchants and manufacturers 
by the Texas commission. After four or five attempts, 
the federal Commission made a scale of class rates ap- 
plicable. in the Shreveport-Texas territory which, if al- 
lowed to become effective, will go a long way toward 
affording that equality.of opportunity to Shreveport ship- 
pers with Texans which the federal regulating body be- 
lieves the Shreveport shippers are entitled to have. 

The Sheppard bill says no railroad shall be absolved 
from obeying the orders of a state commission “unless 
and until such common carrier shall have secured the 
judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction, holding 
such rate, rule, regulation or practice imposed as afore- 
said (by a state commission) to be unreasonable.” 

At present no court in the country, state or federal, has 
the power to pass on the reasonablness of any rate, rule, 
regulation or practice. In that respect the Sheppard bill 
proposes the introduction of a novel procedure. Under 
the old common law the courts had the incidental power 
of holding a rate to be unreasonable as a condition prece- 
dent to giving a judgment for the recovery of the money 
paid over and above what the court deemed a reasonable 
sum for the service rendered. No such power, however, 
has been held by any court since the passage of rate 
regulating statutes, the enforcement of which was in- 
trusted to an administrative body. 

At the hearing on the Sheppard bill before the Senate 
committee on interstate commerce June 30 the Texas 
railroad commissioners were expected to appear and give 
their reasons for their conviction that the rates pre- 
scribed by the federal regulating body should not be 
allowed to become operative. At present the Texas com- 
missioners, and especially William B. Williams, one of 
them, are making public speeches, urging the commercial 
organizations of Texas to work for the passage of the 
Sheppard bill., In an address to the heads of the traffic 













bureaus of Texas cities, who were holding a meeting at 
Austin June 12, Mr. Williams urged them to bestir them- 
selves in behalf of the Sheppard measure. He advised 
the Fort Worth representatives to organize the stock 
men and the packers in that part of Texas for a fight 
for the passage of the bill. He told them that if the 
rates prescribed by the federal body were allowed to be- 
come effective, it would seriously affect the cattle and 
packing interest of that part of the state. He intimated 
to the Dallas men that if the new rates were allowed 
to become operative, the agricultural implement factories 
at Dailas would be moved away. 

“The Sheppard amendment comes on for committee 
hearing at Washington the latter part of this month,” he 
said to the traffic men at Austin. “If you delay and the 
amendment fails, there will be such a job before the 
Texas commission as it has never faced in all its troublous 
history, while the additional work of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission will require the services of many 
times nine members.” 


The Sheppard bill, in substance, if not actually in form, 
is the resolution adopted by the National Association of 
Railway Commissioners at its meeting in Washington 
in November, 1914. That body is composed largely of 
state commissioners, although the federal men are also 
members. That resolution was offered by, or on behalf 
of, the Texas commissioners as a substitute for a pro- 
posal made by Wylie M. Barrow, then assistant attorney- 
general of Louisiana, and one of the attorneys in the 
Shreveport case. It was adopted by a decided majority. 
It was not really objectionable to the Louisiana men, 
nor was it obnoxious to those who held with them that 
in deciding the Shreveport case the Interstate Commerce 
Commission had merely removed the wrong that Texas 
had put upon Louisiana, instead of, as charged by Texas, 
depriving her of one of her rights. 


The Texas commissioners and Texas interests were 
the only ones expected at the hearing June 30, although, 
on account of the notice which the whole subject has 
received by reason of the Republican platform declara- 
tion, others might care to take part in the discussion. 


The bill will not be acted on by the committee at this 
session, if that body construes the recently adopted New- 
lands resolution in the way that most persons interested 
in rate regulation have regarded it. That resolution pro- 
poses a congressional investigation for the whole subject 
of regulation, with a view to determining whether what 
has been done is the best solution of transportation prob- 
lems that could have been devised. That resolution is 
pending in the House, having passed the Senate. Rail- 
road men who believe the common carriers have been 
bedeviled, almost beyond endurance, by the dual system 
of regulation, regard the Senate’s vote in favor of the 
Newlands proposal as unofficial notice that that body will 
not undertake any further railroad regulation ‘legislation 
until after the whole subject has been comprehensively 
investigated. 


An interesting angle in this subject is that long before 
the Newlands resolution was offered in the Senate it 
was understood that one of the objects to be accom- 
plished by its adoption was the elimination of state con- 
trol over railroads. Inasmuch as the resolution is the 
outcome of a recommendation made to Congress by Pres- 
ident Wilson, that understanding in respect to it credits 
the leaders of the Democratic party with a purpose to 
destroy state regulation, notwithstanding the party’s sup- 
posed devotion to the doctrine of states’ rights. 
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Official Classification 








The following are changes in Official Classification proposed in 
Docket No. 29, on which a hearing will be held by the Official 
Classification Committee, R. N. Collyer, chairman; O. F. Loven- 
berg, secretary; J. W. Allison, D. T. Lawrence, F. W. Smith, 
at 143 Liberty street, New York, Juue 24, 1916, at i0 a, m. 
The subjects enumerated include recommendations of the Com- 
mittee on Uniform Classification respecting descriptions of arti- 
cles as outlined. A preliminary hearing will be held in Room 


1102, Congress Hotel, Chicago, Tuesday, 


a. m, 


July 11, 1916, at 10 
The numerals in black-faced type at the left indicate the 


subjects and the items, with the pages on which they are to 
be found in the present classification, for which it is proposed 


a Re) ae the classifications suggested as printed. 
ub- 


pet Ps. Item. Classification suggested. Leo. 1... L. 
Butter: 
Datenut: 
ant = or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes. 2 {f 
Capers: 
In glass or earthenware, packed.........ceeeeeesceees ae | 
105 10 
Cider: 
2 or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. ee 
Clam Juice: 
= — or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.R.26 = { 
1 
Cocoa: 
ar or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. 2.74 
10: 5 
Cocoanut, desiccated: 
“he glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. Se 
ish: 
140 24 
Other than fresh: 
Shell Fish, Canned, pickled or Preserved: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
ae a aR Sr ee pr err ere ore R.26 1 
ers other than dried, evaporated or fresh: 

147 15 

Canned or Preserved (in juice or syrup, or in liquid 
other than brine, vinegar or alcoholic liquor), Fruit 
Butter, Crushed Fruit, Fruit Jam, Fruit Jelly or 
Fruit Pulp: n 

In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.R.25 | 

In brine: 

148 3 

Olives: . 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or | 
WOME on cbs cou robe ¢sbcs cndscacvenpodene cwenenes 3.4 
Fruit, dried or evaporated, other than candied, crystal- 
Poe’ glaced or stuffed: 

1 

Apricots, Blackberries, Cherries, Gurrants, Nectarines, 
Peaches, Pears, Plums, Prunes or Raisins: 

In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 3 

170 

Grape Juice, Fermented: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes..R.25 = {f 
Honey: 

178 34 

Comb or Strained: 

In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 2 jf 

202 21 ’ 

Jams, Jellies or Preserves, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 9 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes..R.26 1 
Meats: 

Cured as follows: 

nia 
Potted, in glass or earthenware, boxed........... R.26 

234 14 

Mince Meat: 
fen glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. 3 
Ss: 
1 
Olive: 5 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 2 f 
286 1 
Sauces, Table, not otherwise indexed by name, including 
Catsup, prepared Horseradish, prepared Mustard, 
Pepper Sauce or Salad Dressing: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 3 f 
263 «8 
Pickles, not otherwise indexed by name: 
. - glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 3 { 
Spices: . 

All spice (Pimento), Capsicum (Cayenne Pepper), Chili 
Peppers, Cinnamon, Cassia, Cloves, Clove Stems, 
Nutmegs or Pepper: 

302 19 ' 

Ground: 
, In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 2 {f 
yrup: 

3%: 2 

Fruit: 

In glass or earthenware, packed................005- 2 Y 
Vegetables: : 
237 «+13 


Canned or Preserved, including Canned Corn, Canned 
Hominy, Canned Pork and Beans and Canned To- 
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matoes, but not including Dried, Evaporated or 
Pickled Vegetables or Tomato Pulp: 


2 61 
Antimony: 
Sulphide of: 
Crude (Crude Antimony Ore): 


RE. eb e wikis 6 £5 6b eR K46.4 8 ho Desa eledsiad bo nee 4 
UE ahs. ats) sip ohn sl ce ee oui pas} Pas aaeee «ema ee 4.3 
SR Sd dail ate a twin ala a kig'e kee we Sak F6 eee +h tin de oe: % 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 50,000 
; EE .\0cpnsko0bs 4.05 ve § Uke SOREL ee oak okt-00.) 6m RmaRD soe 6 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Ash Receivers, Rotary, iron or steel, in boxes, bundles 
OT: MU. Wok b's ¥ os ban ue ac kes Se heed beeen én cad s 1 
Barium: 
Sulphide of: 
In glass or earthenware packed in barrels or boxes 1 
In metal cans in barrels or DOXES ........se.eeeeeees . 2 
ae ee: See. RON Ss. ci0-0 cadens sp ue hosores » Ras bane 4 
In bulk in barrels, or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 
Se I Sa sf Ga 6ie Kk o coh 6190 Bea wee ey eae 6 
5 69 16 
Barrels, Half-Barrels, Casks, Drums or Kegs, not other- 
wise indexed by name, iron or steel: 
U. 8S. standard gauge No. 14 or thicker: 
pT PEP rere se are 3 ‘ 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 20,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).........cceeeeees 5 
U. S. standard gauge No. 15 or 16: 
PSP rere eT errr ory ee -R.25 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 16,000 
‘ so eg ES 5 Ree er ee 
U. S. standard gauge No. 17 to 19, inclusive: 
189 14 
i Eley. SD OF) TR COUMIOR: os os sawisnakecwsass oie 6a 0 ee 
189 15 
S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
14,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .........ee0-- . -R.26 
WE, eas: SY ND 00-0 cds eck nd ¥-n0,98> Rees reanhs< renee | Rape « 
189 16 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
DOME GI a. od nie cadens sc choswodhetses tb eanesann 5 
U. S. standard gauge No. 20 or thinner: 
ee ee BT re ree re ee D1 
S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).............05. pee 
i ay ee NS orate s 6 bard 926 X's 0. wp eb ae AEA is oon ee ak S iss 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
pe Re er re eee EOS OE SSS EP “¥ 5 
6 44 7 
Acetone: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. 1 ¢ 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes ......... eas acaiah ee , or 
In iron or steel barrels...........+... ok Ooieer hare o-60'0r 3 
In iron or steel barrels, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
SIN F555 x oio'd vo iro BARDS boo d b'0.0 avalnd Chie toda < nv eee bs Pree | 
Tih SRE ORE. 0c iv'e's \ 640.004 ve radi tas kos PN thy eo 5 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Bird Houses, K. D., in boxes ..........++. in didih nd ea dae 3 
8 89 9 
That provision be made for the acceptance of Sash 
. x or in packages’”’ in carloads, 
Eliminate.—No longer manufactured, 
10 14 7 
Carriers: 
Drums, Kegs or Pails, White Lead, iron or steel: 
Not nested: 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates........+...+.+ 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .....-...+56: ib ce 5 
Nested: 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates...........+.+. 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
UE sad vats 063.34 00k beh Cebs pe Maes Ce ebiaane 5 
11 99 18 
Carriers: 
Oyster, refrigerator, with or without inside equipment 
CN EE rors scindcant'y Conta ee os Sue's eae elas 2 
Cans, Empty: 
Oyster Shipping (inside containers used with refrig- 
erator oyster carriers), C. L., minimum weight 16,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).........esesceeeees T° 4 
12 108 2 « 
Cocoa Bean Shells: 
Sh ee EE A OO oo isic. 0 tkisd tad cbik.« > ebbelenesabere Sir 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ..cccccccccccccccscceees 5 
13 113 10 
Copper, Brass or Bronze: 
Serap, see Note: 
In barrels with canvas or burlap heads............ 2 
In bales or machine pressed bundles .............. 3 
In pieces weighing each 50 pounds or over, loose... 3 
po ae RR ry tae As haggis ok erntene-6 Mi ob ei aaease 3 
Teh DAPPOIS OF DOKEM: 2... oc ccna ge cecsescccsccces sedhanke 3 
Loose or in packages, as specified for L. C. L. ship- 
ments, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 unds.... 6 
Note.—Old copper wire having value for remelt- 


ing purposes only will be subject to ratings for 
Copper Scrap, and must be described by shipper in 
bill of lading and shipping order as ‘Old pper 
+ me having value for remelting purposes only.”’ 
Drums or Shipping Pails: 
Fireboard or Pulpboard, or Fibreboard or Pulpboard 
and Wood combined: . 


39 


In a or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.R.26 { 
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Not nested, loose or in packages ..........ceeeeee- ee 
Nested, loose or in DROS: nc cise er’ vigtddes teed 2 > 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 18,000 
pounds (subject to Rule "27) Ee RTE AE TEES AED - 4 
15 125 9 
Drums or Shipping Pails: 
Fibreboard or Pulpboard, or Fibreboard or Pulpboard 
and Wood combined: 

Not nested, loose or in packages ........--.seesee008 D1 

Nested, or one completely enclosed within another 1 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 

pounds (subject to Rule 57) Pee cbschodscsbostiummees 3 
16 138 10 - 
Fibreware, Indurated, with or without metal fittings: 

Coolers, Water: 

In barrels, boxe® or crates ......cccccscccseccccccces 1 

In packages, named, C. L., minimum weight 15,000 

pounds (subject to Rule  27)......-eeeseeeeeeces R.26 
17 138 11 
Fibreware, Indurated, with or without Metal Fittings: 

Cuspidors: 

Not nested, in barrels, boxes or cratesS.........++. 1 

Nested, in barrels, boxes or crateS .....s+eee+eee. 2 

In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 15,000 

pounds (subject to Rule 27)........+seeeeeerreees R.26 
18 138 12 ame 
Fibreware, Indurated, with or without Metal Fittings: 
Pails (Buckets) or Tubs: 
Not Nested: 
EE Son obs ok Uk bud Chk'd has bub cee ver dev hadhe.ches ete CS af 
In barrels, boxes or CrateS ....+eeereceecccscceeees 1 
Nested: 
TSMR, odo duce dels.s deve délecees bee sUewe obs cbude 2 
Se Pe OP PRC iis o's eevee cesses eed ee nt ee cscs 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight, 15,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ...-..-ceeeeeeeeeees .. R.26 
19 145 18 
Frames: 
Paper Packing, wooden: 
Tee DUMGIOS OF CATEH 2... ccccccccccscccvcssccccvceccs 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
ED ace ciie oda tie od he pektie se Os ewh ech vey Seeeheese 5 
20 147 6 
Estimated weight as provided by note to be eliminated. 
Actual weights to be applied subject to carload mini- 
mum weight. 
21 156 33 
Furniture (see Note 1): 
Stands: 
156 36 
Umbrella, or Umbrella Holders or Racks: 
Indurated fibreware, in crates, boxes, barrels or 
casks (C. L., minimum weight 15,000 pounds) 
(gubject to Rule 27) ......sccsccvccscccvvcsecces 1% R.26 
22 166 13 
Glassware, other than Cut: 
Globes, or Shades, Lamp: 

Coppered, leaded or permanently framed_ glass, 

packed in barrels Or DOKES .......ceeeecsscceeees D1 

Framed glass, not otherwise indexed by name, 

packed in barrels or bOXKeS.........cccceccssessees 1% 
23 .181 12 
Hulls, Pea: 
a ee ee || ene er meer ora Ons 
CR Ree inks oes a atic. chau ak wegeh tebeeteaoacene Ri 6 
24 195 35 
Iron and Steel, etc.: 
Radiators: 
Gas: 
Cast Iron: 
ee We SE DORMS iio ais cop BGs eesdcodesscoces 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
OO Tre ree ee 5 
O. S., crated or boxed (C. L., minimum weight 
‘16, 000 pounds) (subject to Rule 27)......-....+4.. eg: -4 
25 218 3 i 
Locomotives, Locomotive Tenders, Locomotives and 
Tenders combined, and Locomotives and Cars com- , 
bined; Compressed Air, Electric, Gasoline or Steam: 
BB 4 : _- “ * 
218 5 
a = = * es 
218 6 
eae * © 2 © 

Note 4.—When locomotives on own wheels require 

the use of an idler for safe transportation an additional 
charge of 18,000 pounds at 5th class rate will be made 
for each*idler so used, 

_S. U., “not under their own power’ and moved on 

own wheels, actual weight less fifty (50) per cent 

with minimum net weight charge of 36,000 pounds 

eg WeOtew 2, FS BMG Sy occ cces cde cc este es cn sue 6 

8 
S. U. (wheels on or off) and loaded in or on cars (see 
os oe 2 and 3) (Rule 5-C not to apply) ............ 2 4 
Machinery and Machines: 
Meat Cutters or Slicers: 

Se Ek De Ls afc Obs pe KVUKR 6 (0 Cap ee ce iv CERES cBOE SOS ae 
27 In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds.. ad A ae 
That specific rating be provided for: 

Black Strap Molasses: 

We EE hot os beds Chast heen coe ch aaseed ee bite tcuue Se 5. 

In barrels, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds... .. 6 

ON occ cobs vet dectbed cect ott hp fOr ctivesecsics a 
28 246 


Oils: 
Creosote (Dead Oil of Coal Tar or Wood Tar): 
In metal cans completely jacketed. .............+-. 
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1 eee ORS OO WN SS.’ ; .. coos colckpc eats ctse bes ’ 
Sak: TE BO; SO os ik aco 4s cwtiene >.< eee ees 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight ated 
ES OS Ray Pre ees ke OS Ghd echep ee 
SE GTO oo 6.0. kb b dine ced enact Bindi veessouniae Ss ve 
29 - 10 
Pape 
Imitation Colored or Stained Class, in boxes or bun- 
30 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Plaster: 
Dental: 
In fibre or metal cans or cartons in barrels or 
WEE obks ccc bc htan' subs gra gwredddas Jbstves odewn wets 
Im Dubz Me Dae OF DATISIS  ieisc sc cosccecccechsaes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
_— bbs oc OlAUweUEs cures coew ace sibagceel ouwdss 
Thai spe ecific rating be provided for: 

Reachers, Fruit or Package (Long Arm Devices for 
fruit picking or shelf reaching), wocd and iron or 
steel combined, in boxes or crates ........ceeeeeerees 

32 266 21 
Plaster Grounds, iron or steel: 
Corner Bead, Corner Bead Clips, Cove Base, Cove 
Base Fastenings, Picture Molding or Wall Grounds: 
Oe PIED. bs Sco cecacdkbee basetha 605 babe eee wes Sener aes 
ER DOROS Or CPMCHD: Son ck Ser echide cs igs Hest ei Ss 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
SEND. -0.ks 0.¢-be 0's piee wale 4945 t94 NERS 0 ebs.ad bole Oe CAT ERS 
33 286 12 
Sauces, Table, not otherwise indexed by name, includ- 
ing Catsup, prepared Horseradish, prepared Mus- 
tard, Pepper Sauce or Salad Dressing 

In glass or earthenware, packed in wabee (see Note) 

In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or \boxes.. 

In metal cans in barrels Or DOXES .......ceeceeeeevees 

In bulk im Kits oF PAS ...cccvcccscccceccctvercossvce 

rrr a oe re Re 

In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
ONE oad hu hn bo 06 bs Ke dn dd ba ees baa re KH 40 Same eneet 

Note.—Ratings will apply only when glass or 
earthenware containers exceeding one quart but 
not exceeding one gallon capacity are enclosed in 
corrugated strawboard boxes with inner and outer 
flaps meeting or overlapping and meeting the re- 
quirements of Rule 2 (B), not to exceed six gallons, 
to be enclosed in a wooden crate with solid bottoms, 
with apertures not to exceed 3 ins. wide on top, ends 
and sides. 

34 290 11 
sears — Campa locate movement by freight. 
Soda (Sodium): 
Sulphide of: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes ..........+seeeeee 
2 @ 2”, | RR rey et eee a 
In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
SES 0's 6 Se'b'n on CC vk 6 PE Shs 6 es PER FER TAt OA COCR ERR 
36 302 13 
Speed Indicator Connections, such as brackets, gears, 
shafts, shaft tubes and swivel joints: 

ey a No 6 vicdls Tun. phe Siseb.aeen aewdineic.s 65.40hb40 

In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 
fo ae (subject to Rule ED bog Kiker ece eck i shld eae 


Speed Indicators (Speedometers) or Speed Ingicator 
Heads: 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 pounds (sub- 
ject to Rule 27) 
37 309 9 


That provision be made for the acceptance of Beet or 
Cane Sugar, in bulk in pails, on basis of L. C. L. R. 
26, C. fos 5th classes. 


ee ee ee ee es 


38 311 

Syrup: 
Coloring: 
311 19 


Burnt Sugar (Caramel): 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 


In metal cans completely jacketed...:..........+. 
In metal cans partially jacketed .......+..ee.eee8- 
Soh TEE A ROPE ios o.oo v0 o:nc cn wks duds cack xb beas 


In pacesece named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
n 


pou 
39 312 4 
That the Saerecation be amended so as to provide for 


Syrup, N. O. 8, (not medicated), in completely —— 
cans in crates on basis of L. C. L. R. 26, C. L., 5th 
classes. 

40 314 19 

Tea or Tea Dust: 
Bh NO TRIED oo os 5:0 seals 0 oles tid nce vevusicawsbe aan 
In metal cans in crates ins Oks wale de Tale asees «vais as 
Im barrels, DOXCS OF GHOMED «... ccc cccvccccccccsvcesecs 


In packages named, , minimum weight 20,000 
pounds (subject to pale 27) 


ee ee 


41 
That specific rating be provided for: 


Tacks: 
Thumb, in barrels or DOXES .....-.ccscceeeecece skbe 


oe specific provision be made for the acceptance of 
ou sh in tank cars on basis of 5th class C. L. 


Thai” specific rating be provided for: 
Wedges 


Caulking, Wooden: 
In bags, barrels, boxes, bundles or crates........ 
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Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight Se RE a5 Sai TRS Cha ROA eS ee odsweewe Bo. 
OCI 55 5 kB Si ines Sets ARTS bce ees Teh DOM OP CURES 56 SK ATI icin bss Steuete ei 
4 ; ‘aa seitines tems giienbidieen Gee In ota mah o = 9g +5 i en weight 24,000 
a : ounés (subject to Rule $7) ~.......cccccccccsccdesecd 
Cloths or Rags, Machinery Wiping: 128 ay Xa Shea oie 
— hin sasunea he ee PTeESSEd........-eee 2 ee bless =< in pte ones ironed or not ironed, other than 
n machine pressed bales ..........seecsevescscsvees ee ‘assenger Vehicle: 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 Loose Bes Ratha bes ue sans dsmdness Un vewas 69:05 00s 0e.e Ee 2 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) .....s.ssseeeeseesevers 5 SN eign Gale's Soe eases SelcN ed ce ccdessedeeetion 3 
45 . ‘= 7 a — or sentes gtessig st < RETRSLES CLAS err Ae 3 
° n ckages or loose, C. L., i : 
That Rule 2 (B), Section 8, be modified so as to permit paunde tuahtect to Rule b7). " eT A a rT : , ta 
the ues Soe wie Rene —— ane oon } coma weary = the white, ironed or not ironed, Passenger 
- ehicle: 
ment of Liquids, Glassware and other Fragile Ar- I aoa cveckca eG sb uc sac ¥ocusennb ends We ay Rm. 26-3, 
ticles, in fiber containers. DE I aa eck: 5 noe Dak bb es weeks thAkal eck Lee oe 
46 Sup. 16 ' Se SO Oe COROO: ois cs heb cae n Gea skorcice Stake tee e435 
~—— iain Loose bd in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 5 
anufa : EN oS wa b's Kore +54 8b oXe 654 Stine 6 eheas 6 nik REMOTE 
Plug or Twist: 49 123 23 
In boxes, measures or pails, loose or two or more 123 24 
strapped together (see Note 1)........++++.+.--- 123 25 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 That the specification be amended so as to provide for 
pounds ereerr er eee err ee terre rere ere eee eee eee ee Belt Dressing ‘‘in packages named’’ on basis of 4th 
46 pa 4 eiidinnads “oe Cc. L., with minimum weight of 30,000 pounds. 
‘ut o ra - Sa 
7 ing, Fine Cut 7 SS oe be provided for: 
ewing, Fin ~ jlectrica ances: 
In boxes or pails, loose, or two or more strapped Batteries, Mectric. 
together (see Note 1) ....-.cccccceccrcsssccece 1 Dry Cells, Spent: 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,- In bags, barrels or boxes ..........-ccccccecccees 4 
wit -" pounds (subject to Rule 27) .......sss.ees 3 eee = in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 
, UNE 5 Sais aig’ « save s canes F ya ¥09 oe baa nee 
Smoking (see Note): geo = ? 
= Laan kai as) eke hiatas cachet sna teens case ® a That specific rating be provided for: 
I ES eee ME ot Sa achinery an achines: 
Oe een Caso tune 1 - ome eer geo 1 Pencil Sharpening, in boxes............--.ssesseees 3 
In paekages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,- re 
0 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ............+: 3 That specific rating be provided for: 
Note 1.—Manufactured Tobacco in packages Invert Sugar: 
having united measurement (length, width and ee OOD ides a's.0. bai Vows hes swe Sedde 64.00 bie 4 P 
depth added) of less than thirty (30) inches will In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
be subject to double first-class rating. To obtain SEE Geese as Peet Sl ak «6 SEMEL 6, Gabeeee inn mia 5 
the outside measurement of a cylindrical con- 
tainer, add the depth and twice the diameter. 53... .. 
Note 2.—Ratings for Smoking Tobacco will also That specific rating be provided for: 
apply on Cut or Granulated Tobacco, other than Vehicle Parts, Self-Propelling: 
Fine Cut Chewing, which may be used for chew- Lamps and Fixtures: 
ing as well as smoking. Pn I eth ARE oh i 5 slo's Sihip 8 Ohh Ae bia kk 8'Oe.s.0'6.0 1% 
Se ID <5 « 0:60 4b Rein 6 04s hha evnenes 0 0eies 1% 
47 «. In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 14,000 
Vehicles, not Self-Propelling (see Notes 1, 2 and 3): pounds (subject to Rule 27)........cceecseseeeees 2 
Freight or Delivery Vehicles (Spring) (subject to 
Note 5): > 54 203 23 : ; 
Trailer Carts or Trucks: oN tate Goods Scraps: 3 
'wo- RMR Ce he ir ett ee shea aesaieat. OT... i a P cre cs ces eees 5906 tc eeeee eee abe kek p0 
Ss. U., C. L., minimum weight 10,00@ pounds In bales not machine pressed .........eecceescecsesees 2 
|, BNR pada phlei dey aang (ty 2 ee Re eee ares 4 
(subject to Rule 27) Di 
K. D.: In ae tamieet 46 ach — minimum weight 24,000 ¢ 
a A NN gone ak un ine wag 6 iw. onh eeaub-eam 1% pounds (subject to Rule 27) ....ceececseeeeeeeceeeees 
Minimum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to 55 171 12 
OS , ) GaP ae pe Or Pere Reid dorctiecke 5 Grating: 
Be dn casemmnen ig | on arpa sat 
bp Es i SI atin aN 5 Wie Ab Ma ia Ged one b.d.b oR DEMS A e's 0% do0-0 ca 2 
Loaded in box cars, actual weight, but not less i Si NOE 5k. aah 54 Ota tie hk a4 8c acda es aes 2 
a ay pene <—— sles eis e mani os sazs ee Loose = in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
oaded on flat or gondola cars, actual we ON ooo oF oO Siva tie FEUERG COS be hee ie ke  twlane Ke 5 
subject to minimum provided in Rule 7 (B). 1 56 182 2 
mule st) weight 10,000 pounds (subject to : Ink: 
BRUIS 21). ccccvccccccveccecesesccessesesesenves Marking (Brush or Stencil Marking Ink): 
K. D. (taken apart), not crated or boxed: In glass or earthenware, packed in-barrels or boxes 1 
<r tate neuen a. weight, but not less 1 In metal cans completely jacketed...............000. eer 
Loaded on flat or gondola cars, actual weight In bole my - Fahy poy ngcaorpeihomabbapragener tas 3 ; 
subject to minimum provided in Rule 7 (B). 1 In bulk in barrels eRe | ate RR cenit 7 eae eg 
Minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject to PA nw ia eta tbartaaeayy as Lele up nA ae athe ye 
i Rule 27) Pitre eee meaner nas es 4 Sup. 7 8 
. D. Cw or out tops or stakes), crate a 
or boxed, shafts or poles wrapped, wheels Tigers gene oe i 
inside or outside if bundled or crated flat, atteey aa rubber: 1 
asfollows: = 9 9000 ee FR ROMO corer ccc cence crscerenscusnescesesscccdeesers 
wn aot eooeniion 44 inches in height a ot Pi ant, a weight 16,000 pounds 3 
OE > PUG ed 5 dikic. «cite ace <ECACRAER ce Ree a re AE 00> vive cece eel Copel ee tion tates 
Pack. eedi 4 inches in height, 58. ; 
Rotexcoading 64 inches im height (aubject | Thal the following specie cating. escetapthe a 
Ee ae LE PLP OPE ET ET TO oT oe te », ER RE BVCE SOCIO © CEGERS «+c cees ‘ 
Packages exceeding 54 inches in height, but 59 103 11 
not exceeding 64 inches in height (subject Cheese: 
C0 DOES GS SES CHOC Ee ER e bs chai 2%t1 Note.—When Cylindrical Cheese Boxes are used as 
es unease 64 inches in height _". pet ate — they must meet the following re- 
me MOV Perel Vad rd ci re erie quirements: 
minimum weight 20,000 pounds (subject to be ~ ee aed: ; bintas 
eee vp eee pn eee eee ney oP seer oo eyo ee ee nimum ckness of material: 
rer Notes 1, 2 and 3—See page 329, O. C. No. 7 te Rpe circ (heading), seven-sixteenth 
% - ch. 
Note 4.—The height of package containing Hoops (bodies) and rims, one-sixth (1-6) inch. 
the body of the vehicle shall be the height of Minimum width of rims: 
package be ge ~_e y > i dient oe in og C eee ons Heng one inch and top rims two inches. 
natural up position. e of pack- onstruction: 
ages peed ny sad other parts of the vehicle shall Hoops (bodies) must overlap at joint not less thar 
be the height of the erg og in their flat po- five inches and be fastened with staples or nails 
— _—— yoyo in o ee will be — nag one inch apart and firmly clinched 
ra according to measurement. on the inside. 
Note 5.—Page 331 of O. C. No. 43 will be re- Rims must be fastened to the tops and bottoms 
cong: ~ include skrun Carts or Trucks in ee? with nails not more than four inches 
e crating specifications. apa 
48 123 1 Tops must be securely fastened to side by wire, 
ww Eveners, Neckyokes or Singletrees: — — sree. tre clamps or WEDGES. 
When made o rboard or ’ 
Wooden, finished, other than Passenger Vehicle: In the following proposed changes in classification, the de- 
LOS) cececcccccccesecceccccceveseccsecescesesscssesss 1 ., Scriptions of articles are based on recommendations of the 
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are _—. by the Official Classification Committee: 
101 278 3 


304 
Racks: 
Store Display Racks or Stands, not otherwise indexed 
by name: 
ees 
NS i ic ib Mn Mike AW OU AOMEORS 6 heged.$96.06-0er babe can 2 
Bm DOBOD OF CFREED occ cccccsdscccccesccocccccssese 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,- 
x hy pounds (subject to Rule 27) ....--.seseeeeeees 
Other than flat or folded flat: 
i Pe cus ke, eC i ck eb Tee Edt nese bs eke e coed econ s 
Bie WOT OF CTOEED oon ccc ccc cen cccsctccecosecccce 
In ckages named, C. L., minimum weight 16,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .....-.eseeeee 
Flat or folded fiat: 
i Pn .) hin shes sesabdees eee beeeesas Soeeaae 
Bh DEMOS. GE CRAIGS occcccccescccceccesccese Pete ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
DOP DORMER ocbc vet cs ccnccdedscccocedcecsccesese 
(P. F. I. 4621) 
102 303 32 
Sprinklers, Automatic Fire Extinguisher, in barrels or 
EE os cule cbs be Peach e eas ine Legh aks sebedbeeteseatesdae 
(P. F. I. 4520) 
103 309 17 


Eliminate—Covered by Sugar entries in O. C. 43, page 
309, items 8 to 16, ee. 


P. F. I. 4519) 
104 321 27 
Eliminate—To take rating for Tore. 
(P. F. I. 4518) 
106 12 vw 
Tallow: 
Vegetable: 
Pe Cs cee pW asks bP ae ee cecsebedses bene ceteeecece 
In bales, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds 
(P. F. I. 4517) 
106 322 12 
Trays: 


Gas House, wooden: 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates ...... pee eeeeees 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 


POUNES 2... ccccrcccrcccvccesccccecssssccvessesesensess 
(P. F. I. 4516) 
. 2s 
Templets, wooden, in boxes, bundles or CRORES. 2 ics cies 
(P. F. 1. 4515) 
108 71 2 
71 3 
71 4 
Bases: 
Stereotype, metal, in boxes ....-.... eee eeeeeeeeeeeerece 
(P. F. I. 4513) 
109 


Packing: — 
Fibre, chemically hardened, in boxes or crates...... 
«P. F. I. 4512) 
110 230 


14 
Machinery and Machines: 
Track Laying Machines: 
K. D., loose or in packages .......scssseceeseeess 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
POUTGS 2 ic cccccccvccccrccccsccseccccsssscccsrssensies 
Moved on own wheels, actual weight of car and 
contents, subject to minimum weight of 60,000 
pounds, see Note ......- eee ccecceeccrccrerensencens 
Note.—If additional car or cars are required on 
account of detached or overhanging parts, the 
minimum weight shall be increased 24,000 pounds 
for each additional car. 
’ (P. F. I. 4509) 
Se aaaer 


Machinery and Machines: 
Mining, Ore Milling or Smelting: 
Accumulators, draulic: 
S. U., loose or in packageS .......--sseeceecreeeees 
K. D., loose or in packages ......--sseseeeeseeees 
Agitators, Ore, loose or in packages ......+-+.+-+++ 
Amalgam Safes, in boxes or crateS .....-eseeeeees 
Barrels: 
Seng or Clean-up, loose or in packages 
Chlorination, loose or in packages............++.. 
Briquetting Machines, Ore, in packages, loose or on 
MEE. Vices cawecod ecb eect bevudvcsetiesBesenccvcvcees 
Cages, Mine: 
re OF MR POGRRMOR ic cscr cs dicowteocsces 
K. D., loose or in packages .........cccsceescecees 
Classifiers, Ore, loose or in packages.............. 
Concentrating Table or Vanning Machine Frames, K. 
Bhs FR WUEOS OF CPACOR oo eic o6cc se ces bebe sec venieas 
Concentrating Tables, Channels, loose or in bundles, 
other parts in boxes or crateS .......cceeessenes 
Converters, Ore, loose or in packages....... feukicuie'e 
peace Ore, loose or in packageS .....-.eeeseeeeeee 
Furnaces, Ore Roasting or Smelting, loose or in 
NE Eas deSo uss oie BPE US.« «Rk ches O>4.630% wed doe ees 
Grizzlies (Ore Screens), loose or in packages........ 
Jigs, Ore, loose or in packages ..........eeeeeeeeee 
Landing Dogs, loose or in packages................ 
Lathes, Zinc, in boxes or crates .......cccceeeees : 
Pans, Clean-up or Settler, loose or in packages...... 
Pots, Forehearth or Settling, loose or in packages.. 
Rollers, Vanning Machine, in boxes or crates...... 
Samplers, Ore, loose or in packages...............+- 
Separators, Ore, in packages, loose or on skids.... 
Sizers, Ore, loose or in es 
Skips, Ore, loose or in packages................ 
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Vanning Machines, in boxes or crates ,.........+.+. 
tAccumulators, Hydraulic; tators, Ore; Amalgam 
Safes; Barrels, Amalgamating, Clean-up or Chlo- 
rination; Briquetting Machines, Ore; Cages, Mine; 
Classifiers, Ore; Concentrating Table or Vanning 
Machine Frames; Concentrating Tables; Convert- 
ers, Ore; Driers, Ore; Furnaces, Ore Roasting or 
Smelting; Grizzlies (Ore Screens); Jigs, Ore; 
Landing Dogs; Lathes, Zinc; Pans, Clean-up or 
Settler; Pots, Forehearth or Settling; Rollers, 
Vanning Machine; Samplers, Ore; Separators, Ore; 
Sizers, Ore; Skips, Ore, or Vanning Machines, in 
packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum weight 
24,000 F cmeeey (subject to Rule 27), subject to 


PO: FE takes ¢ Gachine ¢ bois Wedawibkes 3% 6 edbenen bebewck 
Smelting Furnace Water Jackets: 

BS. U., 10GB OF fe PRCKOMES 65566 60k esate c ds fe eree 

< oy OE GP: DROMOMROS .... ivis «scene sadecee 

Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 

1 ~~ NE aie rahe cb swede sdadaxcbboabhaskea 


Stamp Mill Cams, Dies, Heads, Mortar Blocks, Mor- 
tars, Rings, Shells, Shoes, Stems or Tappets: 


2 Rr ere er eee R.2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
ee is ra bass 0 0.6 gcW ed kaw s whet da dindban es aA 
Crusher Balls covered by Crushing Balls, item “1, 
a a Pe SE Oe ager EAL 
(P. F. I. 408) 
112 74 23 


Eliminate—To take rating for Sewing Machine Wood- 
work other than S. U. Cabinets—O. C. 43, page 290, 


item 27. 
(P. F. I. 4505) 
113 195 26 


275 35 
Pulleys, Pulley Blocks or Sheaves: 
Pulleys, Pulley Blocks, Tackle Blocks, Snatch Blocks 
or Sheaves, not otherwise indexed by name: 


Weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose.......... 
pe RSE ES Ce re COE Sem and A Oe Coa 
Bee DOP, WOON GP OPREON ey oo is ak ok vidoe cdacers 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
te TE Ey pias aes ree rk Omer ores 

286 11 

Sash Pulleys: 

0 DRG OP PONS Feo eas CSN eee 
In packages, named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
QO OT vel bs CUs 6 vhs cele davh ais doe Cease ei Rete 

351 23 
Well Wheel Pulleys, in barrels, boxes or crates...... 

(P. F. I, 4504) . 
114 219 12 


Pattern Material, wooden, fluted or scored, in crates.. 
(P. F. I. 4498) 
115 205 11 


Lamp Stems, plntiones, in barrels or boxes, see Note.. Di 


Note.—Rating applies on platinum wire from broken 
or burned out incandescent lamps. 
+s (P. F. I. 4496) 


Mats: 
Door or Floor: 
Linoleum Mats or Linoleum Rugs: 
arent irr ore 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 


eee eee eee eee ee ee ee ee 


tation Floor Oilcloth or Linoleum Rugs: 


In fibreboard or pulpboard tubes, see Note...... 
ee Se RD er ee reek ae 
Fae OD OF OG so-6k oe 0:5. 0.6:0. in 0s ice Ve eBid Sian ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 

WEEE S's v.00 009 16a edad 0 STR D. HSa pac ghare tana 


+Note.—Walls of tubes must be not less than 
.120 inch in thickness, and end of tubes securely 
capped or plugged. 
(P. F. I. 4495) 
117 57 14 


Furniture: 
Church: 
Marble, natural: 
Altars, Altar Railings, Baldachins, Credence Ta- 
bles. Pulpits, Reredoses, Rood Screens, Shrines 


or Thrones, K. D., in boxes or crates.......... 1% 
Fonte, i: DORGS OF CURLED: iii iweceveccseserisecere 1% 
Pedestals, in boxes or crates ......... hie bea es. 1% 


In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
WOGMGE i bis ods evs COE PPE eee eT eee oT Pee eee 
Marble, artificial: 
Altars, Altar Railings, Baldachins, Credence Ta- 
bles, Fonts, Pedestals, Pulpits, Reredoses, 
Rood Screens. Shrines or Thrones: 


S. U. or in S. U. sections, in boxes or crates.. 1% 


In packages named, . L., minimum weight 
RE Oe OI a bs ois s denies be eh 0404054 ce Fone 
Plaster Composition: 
.  Altars, Altar Railings, Baldachins. Credence Ta- 
tables, Fonts, edestals, Pulpits, Reredoses, 
Screens, Shrines or Thrones: 


S. U. or in S. U. sections, in boxes or crates.! 1% 
R.25 


In packages named. C. L., minimum weight 
20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)............ 
Wooden: 
Altars, Altar Tables or Reredoses, S. U. or in S. 
U. sections, in boxes or crates ...........e.00% 1 


149 25 
Altar Railings, S. U. or in S. U. sections, in boxes 
ON bo 80a send Ce REM E baN Rac cerepeadcveat ane 1 
Baldachins, in boxes or crates ........... w ‘ach: aca 1 
Confessional Boxes: . 
7. Se DG OE FONE nk vies) 6 Re cas 
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K. D. flat, in boxes or crates ..........-...s00 
Fonts or Pedestals, in boxes or crates.......... 
Hymn Boards, in boxes or crates 
Lecterns, or Litany, Prayer or Reading Desks, in 

boxes or crates 
Pews: 

7 ee ee CE SO ROR os ss danse concen baneaus 

Back and seat attached, ends detached, in 

DEG: A ORONO a 6 in ss 44 0 thine 6 00 80:0 2,0 Big NARS Patil 

K. D. flat, in boxes or crates 
Pew Screens, in boxes or crates 
Pulpits, in boxes or crates 
Sounding Boards, in boxes or crates.............. 
Vestment Cabinets, S. U. or in S. U. sections, in 

NE EE OE Ee PPE e TE Pere eT ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12, 000 

pounds (subject to .e SS Rta RE SSeS. 

(P.. B. 


I, 4497) 
118 128 5 
18 3 


Mast or Pole Bands or Rings, iron or steel: 
In bundles 
Wn WE oo son btn sb rik vdna ne es 50010 eR 6dst Cab C209 dcncshnar 
In barrels or boxes 
Loose or in packages, C. L., 

pounds 


— PIS 
Boot and Shoe Findings: 
Counters, Heels, Soles or Taps: 
Fiberboard, in barrels or boxes ; 
P. F’ I. 4488) 


eee et ee eesese 


eee ere ee eee nene 
eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


eee eee ee ee 


CORR ewe Ree EE HEHEHE EHR EHH HEHEHE HEE HEHEHE 
ee ee 


ee 


(P. F. I. 4493, 4587) 


Sup. 8 ° 
1200 15 2 
Celluloid, Fiberloid, Pyralin, Viscoloid or Zylonite ar- 
ticles, or articles made of similar Pyroxilin material, 
not otherwise indexed by name, in boxes.............- 
(P. F. I. 4486) 
12 


205 9 
Electrical Appliances: 
Shells, Incandescent Lamp Socket, brass or copper, in 


barrels or boxes 


122 232 2 
Electrical Appliances: 
Magnetos: 
In boxes 
In boxes, two or more boxes enclosed in crates...... 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
WEEE 5 cebu bor b0040.09 aoa ctnekhed eatawbes cha serat he 

(P. F. I. 4482) 
123 #151 21 


157 15 2 
Furniture: 
Chairs or Stools, Camp, folding: 
Folded flat, in boxes, bundles or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 
pounds (subject to Rule BE iccghedst ee nbe Pee a Fi 
Chairs: 
Theater; 
SB. Uys, IM: BORER OF GOREOS. 65 cw ccvicvacecccscovecssece 
K. D., flat, back and seats in boxes or crates, 
' other parts in boxes, bundles’ or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 5 BARR. pe 
(P. F. I. 4476 and 4477) 
124 312 7 


Eliminate—To take ratings for Glaziers’ Points, metal, 
page 168, item 1, Official Classification 43. 
(P. F. I, 4474) 


Terre eee eee eee ee ee eee eee ee ee) 


(P. F. I, 4484) 


Cee ee eee OEE EHH HEE HHH HEHEHE HEHEHE EHH EEE 


ee 


eee ew eeeee 


Sand Coated Paper, metal reinforced: 
In boxes, bundles or crates 
In packages named, C. 
DS nk o5:¢ b0 does d chk tactenneeeeebaeess ereu rake ds 
(P. F. I. 4469) 
126 225 20 


Machinery 2nd Machines: 
Grain or Seed Cleaning, Grading or Separating Ma- 
chines: 
Power: 

Aspirators: 
Loose or on skids 
In boxes or crates 

Cockle Machines or Cockle Cylinders: 
Loose or on skids 
eS ae er Pee vives eh 

Washers and Driers combined: 
Loose or on skids 
RRS err rey re ere re 

Power Grain or Seed Cleaning, Grading or Sepa- 
rating Machines, separate or combined, not oth- 
erwise indexed by name, including Scalping 
Shoes or Scourers (Smut Machines) 
Loose. or on skids 
In boxes or crates ........ 

Aspirators, Cockle Machines or Cockle Cylinders, 
Washers and Driers combined or Power Grain or 
Seed Cleaning, Grading or Separating Machines, 
separate or combined, not otherwise indexed by 
name, including Scalping Shoes or Scourers 
(Smut Machines), in packages, loose or on skids, 


ee ee ee ee ee 


Cc, L., minimum weight 12,000 pounds (subject to 


Rule 27) Sears aerate 
127 ( ) 


Machinery and Machines: 
Elevator Boots or Heads: 
Iron or steel: 
Loose or in packages....... 


R. 
L., minimum weight. 36,000 


coca ce 


bo 
* 


ee 


. Di 


1% 


. R. 25 
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Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- 


000 pounds (subject to Rule BoP ucsee bekastee oe 0a 
Wood: 
TMOOGO OF: £2 POCMMMOB. 60.640 vsdcnccecciccesbccwute 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- - 
000 pounds (subject to WRG SEP sic voneccsnxnnpae oo) ead 


Elevator Legs: 
Iron or steel: 
S. U., in boxes or crates 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates ieee ds ou vekiGes 2 
Loose or in packages, Cc. L., minimum weight 24,- 
Waal 000 pounds (subject to Rule - 5 wa vieaa ih: ea 
ood 


8S. U., in boxes, bundles or crates....... conan veer 3 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates............s+00. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)...........e+eeees $s 
(P. F. I. 4336) 
128 224 18 


Machinery and Machines: 
ats reara, not otherwise indexed by name: 


Loose or on skids 
In boxes or crates 
K. D.,. im: BDOROM: OF CRATES. ccc. dncccosencseesves 1 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum 
weight 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 
(P. F. I. 4335) 


eee eenee 


129. 
Electrical “Appliances: 
Compensators: , 
ee | EC eons Te eT ery ee Orr 
In packages named, C. L.; minimum weight 30,000 
pounds 


130 219 2 
Loops or Slides, Clothing, wire, in barrels or boxes...... 3 


(P. F. I. 4332) 
131 280 24 


Leather Ash; 
In barrels 
In bags or 

pounds 


132 289 3 
Seeds: 
Sorghum (Sorgo), not otherwise indexed by name: 


In bags, barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 


pounds 


wetter ee eee ee eee eee eee eee ee eee ee) 


(P. F. I. 4333) 


barrels, 


eee ee ee eee ee ee ee ee 


(P. F. I. 4394) 


weet eee eee ee eee ee ee ee ee ee) 


(P. F. I. 4343) 
138... 
Vehicle Parts, etc.: 
Automobile Parts: 
Trunk Racks: 
In bundles 
In boxes or crates 


134 306 32 
Stoppers: 
Carboy, clay: 


In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. 


pounds 
. F. I. 4340) 
135 305 31 
Eliminate—cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4399) 
136 338 4 


Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 


eee eee eee ee ee ee ee 


rs: 
Finished, in boxes or crates 
Not finished, in boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) 
(P. F. I. 43898) 


ee 


ee 


Lead: 
“_ Chamber Residuum (Impure Lead Suphate): 
ry: 
a n,: MONTOIe OF DOM. 6 oo s cs cccccscsbcccedene 
In packages or in bulk, C. 
36,000 pounds 
Liquid or Paste: 
In barrels ...... 
In barrels, C. L., ‘minimum weight 36,000 pounds.. 
(P. F. I. 43897) 
138 173 17 


Hair: 
Mohair (Angora Goat Hair): 
Scoured: 
Bee oh Ala 'wis.4 wt.b0 0d a bbhe.o0 be pe o'ee I Se Pe Re Oe 
In bales not machine pressed.............+..000. 1 
In machine pressed bales 
In the grease: 
pg a a iste wte dose bectescapeeeve 
In bales not ‘machine pressed 
In machine pressed bales 
(P. F. I. 4396) 
139 117 30 


Covers or Tops, Baskets or Hamper, wooden: 
With rim: 
Ban NO 50 Ma Wb bxwe'e's ae d600%s ee 1 
Loose or in bundles, Cc. :. minimum weight 14, 000 
pounds (subject to Rule 97) i cowestena es becceeedees 
Without rim 
In bundles ..... ica ina Re 
Loose or in es rom Ia, minimum weight 36, 000 


pounds .. 
C. PF. L 4395) 


ee 


Tere eee eee eee eee ee eee eee eee | 


eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


eee ee ee 


rome RRR 


eee eeeee 


ou 





44 

140 122 21 

122 22 

Door Hangers and Hanger Parts: 

Barn, Car or Warehouse Door Hanger Rails or 
Tracks, iron or steel: 

In boxes, bundles or crates 

In packages named, C. L., 

pounds 

Barn, Car or Warehouse Door Hangers, Rail Brackets 

or Holders, Stays or Stay Rollers, iron or steel, 

or iron or steel and wooed combined: 

In crates 

nO PL de. ch decd nd atts Obs atidbee readers 


jIn packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36, 000 
pounds 


141 329 4 
Cars: 
Railway: 
Motor Inspection: 
With fixed or standing tops 

8. U., loose or in packages 

K. D., wheels on or off, top and seat rails in 

— or crates, other parts loose or in pack- 





CORR eee 


wee eee eee ee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee 


eee ee eee ee ee ee er 


(P. F. I. 4414) 


eee eee eee ee 


Without fixed or standing tops: 
S. U., loose or in packages 

K. D., wheels on or off, guide arms detached, 
loose or in packages 
Motor Section, loose or in packages.........+.....+. 
Motor Inspection or Motor Section, loose or in pack- 
ages, C. L., minimum weight 15, 000 pounds (sub- 
ject to Rule 27) 


142 190 13 
Electrical Appliances: 
Frames, Generator or Motor, 
without windings: 
In boxes or crates or on skids 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
ED in e594 bnth ct de URGE b> o arene oe bs 00080 2% 
(P. F. I. 4408) 
143 141 23 


Electrical Appliances: 
Telegraph Instruments or Telegraph Instrument Parts, 
not otherwise indexed by name: 
In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum  olaieh 30,000 


ee 


eee eee ee ee ee ey 


(P. F. I. 4413) 


iron or steel finished, 


ee 


Telephones or Telephone Sets, or Telephone Parts not 
otherwise indexed by name: 

In barrels or boxes 

In packages named, C. L, minimum weight 30,000 

pounds 


eee eee eee eee eee eee ee 


eee eee eee ee eee eee eee eee ee eee 


(P. F. I. Nos. 4407 and 4452) 
144 72 9 
Eliminate—to take oe for Battery Plates, lead, item 
17, page 129 of O. C. 43. 
(P. F. I. 4405) 
145 298 19 


Soap: 


Liquid: 
S08 | 20 
Dts J.) d dnc GWbiehicd oe 4b ds dhe 4s enese ca dseaeves 
tIn carboys, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(subject to Rule 27) 
ww or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 
1 


eee eee ee 


tIn glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds...... 
In metal cans, completely jacketed............cceee% 
tIn metal cans, completely jacketed, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 30,000 pounds .............cc cece eeees 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes 
In bulk in barrels 
7In metal cans in barrels or boxes or in bulk in 
barrels, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds.... 


Soap, not otherwise indexed by name: 
ie or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 


ee ee ee 


ee 


In inner containers other than glass or earthenware, 

in wrappers or in bulk, in barrels or boxes...... 

In inner containers other than glass or earthenware, 

in wrappers or in bulk, in barrels or. boxes, C. L., 

minimum weight 36, 000° EE bd .c peewee 3 F's) HONS 
(P. F. I. 4467) 


146 116 8 
Cotton: 
aa ay Linters or Regins (see Note 1): 
bales or in bales not compressed..........+-e00-0 
Tn a "y compressed 


18 iH 
Cotton Motes, Cotton Card Strippings, Cotton Gin Flue 
Cleanings or Cotton Sweepings (Cotton Refuse 
from Cotton Gin Flue, Cotton Spinning Factories, 
Cotton Knitting Mills or Cotton Seed Oil Mills): 
In bags 
MD al o> oa biG. wie k ¢ eagle tid be ae « oeewbaties cameos + ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) 


Ce pyeanes (see Note 2): 


eee eee eee eee eee ee eee 


eee ee eee eee eee ee eee eee eee ee eee ee eee ee) 


eee eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


eee ee eee eee ee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


eee eee ee ee ee ee 


Cotton, not otherwise indexed by name (see Note 1): 
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R. 26 


R. 28 


o 


or 






1146 7 
116 10 
In s or in bales not compressed............++- evs 
In DELOw COMPTORIOE. 0s oo dccc cece vdccsdacesscccs 


Note 1.—The term ‘‘compressed’’ as used in this 
item means pressed to a density of not less than 
22% pounds per cubic foot, 

Note 2.—Ratings apply only on loose or waste lint 
Cotton gathered as result of sampling or picked up 
from Gin Houses, Cotton Compresses, Platforms or 


Warehouses. 
(P. F. I. 4466) 
ae 
Boat Parts: 
Ribs, wooden, in the white, in bundles or crates...... 
(P. F. I. 4460) 
148 67 


22 
Ballast Plows (Ballast Unleaders): 
Loose 


SRR EEE EEE HEE EEE HEHEHE EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EEE 


SS. Tas minimum weight 15,000 pounds (sub- 


pone 
ject to Rule- 27) 


149 308 9 
Stoves or Ranges, Iron or Steel: 
Electric: 
Cooking: 
Skeleton Frame or with Frame partially enclosed: 
S. U., i BOW OF . CHOCOS. 0c cs eveccnesecscaveasee 
3. Dk, tm BOBOR CE GIMGOB. occ ca scce svc cnsscnasaze 
Disc Heaters or Hot Plates, in boxes............ 
Cooking, not otherwise indexed by name, in boxes 
or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20, 000 
pounds (subject to Ruie 27) 
Heating (Air Heaters), not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
Cast, in barrels, boxes or crateS....:.....cseeeeees 
Other than cast, in barrels, boxes or crates...... 
(P. F. I. 4455) 
150 218 25 


ias Logs: 
Packed im barrels. OF WOMOG. 6.cdccc ccdiecvnvasécvceese 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
DOD 6.66 dnt cccncndctahhwesespngecers tr aseense saeee bas 
(P. F. I. 4449) 
151 164 2 


Glass, Powdered: 
Tm Dame, PARTON OF DORNER. oi coke icc ccesccsccsedaec’ 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
DOME 5 scsi sees o's 2 ve pbenetaes Hebbel 268 cpeieseearens 
(P. F. I. 4448) 
152 306 10 


Eliminate—to take ratings for Whetstones, N. O. I. B. 
N., other than Sandstone, Item 21, Page 306, O. C. 
43; or for Carborundum, Corundum or Emery "Scythe 
Stones, Item 16, Page 306, Oo, C. 43. 


306 
(P. F. I. 4443). 
153 121 18 


Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. IL. 4439) 
154 


Electrical Appliances: 
Generators, Engines and Switchboards combined: 


ee 


(P. F. I. 4459) 


weet eee ee eee eee eee ee eee ee eee 


eee eee eee eee ew eeeee 


Te WORN Ss ob RCE vad pred shee ec Meat bears vascedeave 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds..... 
(P. F. I. 4488) * 
155 148 


3 
other than Dried, Evaporated or Fresh: 
Olives: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 


In metal cans in barrels Or DOXES...........e0ee00% 
 s..)0UlUa ee” RR erie eee 
Een Be Oe STE ocd ec uc edb ks se a sesscchbedenkenns 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
WINE 3 oo ctea eos PeeE Neds reS ei ipedees ceca eee we aes 
SS eee ey eee ewes eee Tet ee tee: 
(P. F. I. 4435) 
156 143 12 
Foil: 
143 13 
143 14 
Aimee, - Be RO ois ao iso b's 0 hn 0 chives pease ¥< cheese 


Lead or Tin or Lead and Tin combined, with or with- 
out paper back: 
143 15 
Colored, corrugated, embossed or printed, in boxes.. 
143 16 
Plain: 
143 17 
143 18 
Di ROMEO. cos cc citrate eens Ried edeee i det tmeies's 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds. . 
Serap, 5 a 8 a ay eee ee ee ee 
9 


(P. F. I. 4429) 
157 66 


26 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I, 4428) 


158 121 10 
Dipper Handles, Dredge or Power Shovel: 
LOO: GO “TH MACE MNS soc nc cc keccasesbcntereocpoveacees 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds ...... Sk hOB GOES TERS ESS SSIS TA ee 
(P. F. I. 4424) 
159 274 27 
Wood Preservatives, Liquid, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes .........-.seeeeeees 
Tou Tee: Bi DPN as 5 ies KRG o sh a Cesc cee eer cctuscoacaams 
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In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 


POU rAd ay Chae e ce wid ec 0dr cate dscontaievaccebascbsies 5 
s a OM. Re ers to ee gene te eee 5 
4 (P. F. I. 4421) 
160 135 25 
Feeders: 
Salt Brick (Salt Brick Holders), in barrels, boxes 
OF GI i aw sien Sear 0. ow Wie ais SU ae Fh 08H aK O88 58 5S 
(P. F. I. 4419) 
161 328 18 
328 19 
328 20 
328 21 
161 329 5& 
2 Vehicles, Motor: 
Automobile (see Notes 1, 2 and 3): 
Freight: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
1 5,000 pounds each at first class rate, loose...... 1% 
pS EP a yee er Peer, Tite Pte 
R. 25 Loose or in packages, C. L.. minimum weight 12,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).............-+.-. 2 
329 10 
Passenger: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
5,000 pounds each at first class rate, loose.. 2% tol 
In crates SMe atels es sbeh hn obw eth +oee 954.650 bebbe od D1 
l Fe NE aa so aan dso ook MEE RAMEE ob Choe ohare Re 
2 Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,- 
2 000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ........eseeeeee -. 110 
% of 
> 1st class 
329. 1 
3 Chassis: 
8. .U.3 
Actual weight, subject to a sienioniiiioass a: + 
4 5,000 pounds each at first class rate, loose.... 1% 
L Te PON OE BOMOID. «00s onc nk cocdbskuesedvbsdes.cs 1% 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)............. 2 
328 22 
7 K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 15,000 pounds (subject to Rule BT) iin’ i; RS 
4 Note 1.—Automobiles operated by gasoline or 
naphtha will not be accepted for transportation 
during the period October ist to May ist unless 
water tanks are emptied. 
Note 2.—Axles may protrude from boxes or 
crates. 
6 tNote 3.—During the period from November 
15th to April 15th the water tanks of Self-Pro- 
pelling Vehicles operated by gasoline or naphtha 
must emptied by shipper before tendering for 
transportation, and shippers must certify on 
shipping orders and bills of lading that waher 
.tanks have been emptied. Self-Propelling Ve- 
hicles, operated by steam or electricity, must be 
prepared for shipment by having the main line 
circuit open in such manner that it cannot be 
closed unintentionally. 
: (P. F. I. 4367) 
162 187 32 - 
Cars: 
Railway: 
od Cinder, Dump, Furnace Charging, Hot Metal, Ladle, 
3 Logging, Mine, Pit, Plantation, Push or Slag, 
four-wheeled, or Railway Cars, four-wheeled, 
Ps otherwise indexed by name: 
With fixed racks or standards, loose or in packages D1 
With racks or standards detached, or without 
racks or standards, loose or in packages........ 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule ee eee eee 5 
(P. F. I, 4831) 
5 163 80 27 
5 Boots and Shoes: 
iy as Canvas, Felt or Wool combined: 
Feu SE a boc did'a' co boc cp ebeadewubacseedistager<ewiiere 1 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
Semaoet SE SPACE eine Pigs GAT SE, (ree 2 
St. .4 
(P. F. I. 4330) 
164 186 11 
Machinery and Machines: 
jBoilers, Steam, not otherwise indexed by name 
(see Note): 
In packages, loose or on skids ...........0..ceeeeues 2 
oa In packages, loose or on szids, C. L., minimum 
4 weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule S0d; Gans ue 5 
: Note.—When open cars are used, small detachable 
parts of Boilers must be removed and boxed. Boxes 
must be encircled at ends with iron straps and 
should be securely attached to the boilers or floor 
of car on which boilers are loaded. Such boxes 
must be specified on shipping orders and bills of 
lading. bi ap ge parts not detached must be pro- 
tected. hen boxes containing such small detach- 
able parts are not attached to the boiler or floor of 
open’ car and are shipped in box cars, ee will 
5 be separately assessed at actual weight and 
L. C. L. rating applicable to the parts so shipped. 
(P. F. I, 4362) 
| PSS 
Lead: 
Flue Dust: 
In bags ....... go Beh bCUS coe a Fibs <bih d Sew bu ePrice he 0 Vo ates) Sar 


esecad 
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In bags, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds 
(P. F. IL. 4361) 
166. 
Decorations: 
Foliage or Leaves, natural, preserved, in boxes or 


CPATOE. fice cccecapictsssnddded an ets ga bee sews Sd vkhewehe ; 
(P. F. I. 4358) 
167 


Machinery and Machines: 
Bean or Pea: - 
Threshers, stationary: 
Loose or on skids 
In boxes or crates 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L, minimum 
weight 16,000 pounds (subject to Rule $7) <oxties - 

(P. F. I. 4357) 
168 338 1 


Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 
338 2 


Terre eee eee eee eee ee ee ee 


Dashes: 
Iron or steel, unfinished: 
Flat or nested, ime, WOROS. OF: CPREOS 656 0 0-60.60 604eeee 
Flat or nested, in packages named, C. L., mini- 
ane — weight’ 30,000. POUNGS.... .cvcccrccccrcebeme 


Iron or steel, finished, or wooden, with or with- 
out Steering Gear attached, or with or without 
equipment of transmission coils: 

In boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
24, M00 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 


(P. F. I. 4379) 
169 74 24 


Benzol (Benzene), Toluol, Xylol or Coal Tar Naphtha 
Solvent: 
In metal cans in boxes 
In wooden barrels 
In iron or steel barrels 
In packages named, C. 
pounds 
Sup. 4 


jIn tank cars 


ee 


eee eee ee ee ee 


“'L., ‘minimum ‘weight | 26,000 


Tete eee eee eee eee eee eee. ee ee 


(P. F. I. 4374) 
Sup. 4 
Y as 


Sup. 4 
6 12 
170 338 28 
Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 
Wheel Flanges, Wheel Rims or side or 
Wheel Rings, iron or steel: 
Weighing each less than 25 pounds, loose or in 
bundles weighing each less than 25 pounds...... 
Weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose, 
bundles weighing each 25 pounds or over........ 
In barrels, boxes Or Crates. .....cccvccvsccersesoers 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
000 pounds 


171 335° 20 
Vehicles, Horse Drawn: 
Freight 
Carts: 
Logging or Logging Wheels: 
S. U., actual weight, subject to a minimum 
charge of 4,000 pounds each at first-class rate 
K. D., loose or in packages 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 
(P. F. I. 4370) 


locking 


(P. F. I. 4371) 


172 
Iron or Steel: 
Railway Track Material: 
Angle Bars, loose or in packagesS........-..s.seee0e% 
Angle Plates, Hoose OF. IM PACKABES. . oi. icscccccccces 
Anti Rail Creeper Fastenings, in boxes, bundles 
or kegs 
~-y Plates, loose or in packageS..........s.+eee0- 
89 2 
Crossings, loose or in packageS...........cesesseees 
Draw Bridge Guides, loose or in packages.,........ 
. Filler Blocks, loose or in packages.............++.+. 
Foot Guards, loose or in packages.............++++. 
190 19 
DYGSS, TOSS OF itt PACKABSS. 6.0.0 6s vec cccsvcccsces 
189 27 


Tee e ee eee eee eee ee ee eee ee eee eee eee ee ee) 


of Filler, loose or in packages...........eeseeeees 
9 
Guard Rails, loose or in packages...............e085 
aps ne. in boxes, bundles or kegs................ 
= Braces, loose or in packages............eeee005 
4 
= er loose or in pagkages....... aes Up Rey 
Rail Guards, loose or in packages 
Rail Joints, loose or in packages................44.+ 
Rail Yokes, loose or in packages.................... 
ae Bars, loose or in packages............ 
ee Bars, loose or in pacKageS............seceeeeee 
Steel Cross Ties, loose or in packages.............. 
189 21 


Steel Cross Tie Fastenings, 
kegs 


in boxes, bundles or 


eee eeee 


R. 26 


1 
1 
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steiipieadimihs ache whe 20s 


199. 2 
— oe a Pree ee ee 4 
as ee loose or in packages................. 4 
eS ae Stands, loose or in packages................ 4 
Switch Targets, loose or in packages.............. R. 26 
2. — in boxes, bundles or kegs................. 4 
Tie Plates, loose or in packages ..............0.455 4 
196 25 
Tie Rods, loose or in packages ............eeceeeeeee 4 
Track Bolts, Nuts or Washers, in boxes, bundles 
PPPS SPT Pre ric lite Pree eer ie Terre 4 
1998 5 
Track Spikes, in boxes, bundles or kegs............. 4 
Track Wedges, loose or in packages................. 4 
‘eas Bars, loose or in packages..............++«+. 4 
Railway Track Material, iron or steel, as specified 
under Railway Track Material, iron or steel, loose 
or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
| RESPECT TTT ore sak weet Coe RLU Peete er eee 
(P. F. I. 4381) 
173 195 37 
Railings: 
1 38 
Balcony, Bridge or Stair: 
Iron or Steel: 
In panels, loose or in bundles ...,..........eeee8. 3 
195 39 
In panels, loose or in bundles, C. L., minimum 
SEE DOOES DOMMES... Poses i coer eb ee rictececcede a% 
195 40 - 
(P. F. I. 4366) 
174 194 33 
Iron and Steel, etc.: 
Plates: 
Floor: 
A ih OD: 5. sa. 5545 b:3506 66.0 che 050.0 2a6e-e 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
ee EEE 4. Uy db led wrk GaeesHis sx esccesccostee 
(P. F. 1. 4365) 
175 198 8 
Iron or Steel, etc.: 
{Stairs: 
K. D. or in sections, loose or in packages........... 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
BG b Serv b odds Cae bek or C46 of PebnE 2 145 BLES 
(P. F. I. 4364) 
176. 
Machinery ‘and Machines: 
Textile Machinery: 
Driers, Hosiery or Fabric: 
Cabinets, S. U., other parts detached, in boxes or 
TIT eer ere lL Peet ea eee Pee eee 1% 
a ee) Sk OS GE QUMOODS oc oc 0 880 6a Coss ec be ewces 2 
In packages naméd, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27)......ccccsscccvccvcs 
(P. F. I. 4363) 
$7. FO: 
Boat Parts: 
78 #9 
Reet, Seer or Launch Frames, wooden in the white: 
ie Nc 5 Lb Lda hans CHS COW deb ed eRe terse desece 4ti1 
ee en Oe OP MO ions ves vite be acibbbeesceecs 4ti 
= D. a in boxes, bundles or crates............... 2 
tLoose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 20,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .......cseeseseene 
Launch Hulls, iron or steel: 
K. D. in sections, in boxes or crates...........++055 D1, 
K. D. in sections, in boxes or crates, C. L., aya 
mum weight 10,000 +e en to Rule 27)... 
(P. F. I., 4390) 
178 109 17 
Printers’ Roller Composition: 
109 18 
sete oa” <ul OE bbb bcbdceks Geeine cakes ea vias 2 
Oo oe Roller Composition Refuse or Scrap): 
Be OR OED WE MI Mo oo 5 oc oicdvc ce ercdcoee ceuyecs 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
EET L's 53s sie FUSS bd 60:5 inet kee t «6 oe ¥ 0065.0 Foes oh 
(P. F. I. 4388) 
179 353 15 
Eliminate—No longer shipped. 
(P. F. I. 4387) 
180 
Electrical Appliances: 
Pole Line Construction Material: 
Iron or Steel: 
Bridle Rings, Cable Rings, Guy Hooks, Hub Plates, 
Pole Gains, Pole Shims, Pole Protection Strips, 
Pot Head Brackets or Strain Plates: 
In bags or bundles ........... by atlieebe vWawttee 3 
In barrels, boxes or crates .........ceseeeeeees 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
Ne WIND. bbb 50 004< 5b 0 Cpe CRTs 66 Sine obs 
129 3 : 
Cross Arms: 
NS ER! ere ree ore rire ere 3 


Loose or in packages, C. L, minimum weight 
36,000 pounds 


SOOO eee eee tere eeeeee 
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128 14 
Cross Arm Braces: 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates........-+++.+. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
DROSS POUMNES occ cecccpcccccccessvcccgtegonses 
281 
Ground Rods: 
With cop od wire attached: 
Sa SD is Golecbh cas oc taS Rasp hsceecppoeees tom 3 
In boxes = ET Syne ee ee re R. 26 
Without copper wire: 
Bee GE - 6. atte'0 38 e ocs's 4dGS pe re cngeaees sauces 3 
See DOGH OF  COMROE «onc os oc Kener ves ccs veadsvebee R. 26 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
000 pounds .......-..+4+. wdeb ies cob ose ORadA Se Oe 86 
128 17 
Insulator Brackets, Break Arms or Pins (see 
Note): 
eS SERN PUT TTT ST POT TPR ce la te 3 
in TRH cacao ip i deat o dévesGeietambesameoe> 4 
In barrels, boxes or crates. .......0scececeecees 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
OO I 5 gos kc acct bp cada bear cavers has 
Note.—Insulator Brackets, Break Arms or 
Pins may have wooden heads, thimbles or tops 
attached. 
128 15 
Pole or Wall Brackets: 
In bags, barrels, boxes or bundles............. 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
DEMOS . WOU a ioo0'5 Ve 06.0 66 oo octet ncsene dkheees 
128 17 
Pole Steps: 
I 05. SMA E a dewe bas dhe ee ans ndc+ hha 3 
Bt TO io 86k oe ROK bas hme ORE KE bee ERMA ERR 4 
In barrels, boxes or crateS...........eeeeeeeees 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L, minimum weight 
Ce ge PRS ee ee ee eee 
129 4 
Wooden: 
Cross Arms: 
Ne 8 EPP erry ree ra ree ry 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
DOOD: ONS is 55s se Ci es Seertbin tn bcs dese bees 
128 18 
Insulator Brackets or Pins, or Pole Steps: 
In bags, barrels, boxes, bundles or crates.. 3 
Loose or in packages, c. L., minimum weight 
SE,0OD QOUMGD 000s. c 6 6ic vedic desc civesess cwawtes 
(P. F. I. 4291) 
181 67 16 
Bakery Goods: 
Ice Cream Cones: 
I ere oP eee TET Tore PP LCL ES Te 1 
-In boxes, two or more enclosed in crates............ 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12,000, 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ........cseeeseeceeeee 
(P. F. I. 4349) 
Serer 
Clamps, Rail, iron or steel, in bOXeS..........-+eeeeeees 3 
(P. F. I. 4345) 
183 1344 2 
Cleaning, Scouring or Washing Compounds, not other- 
wise indexed by name: 
134 3 
Dry: 
.* a Yn . BREST eT Te eee R. 26 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36, ae 
Es ape 5 Vic Bins «wus GUEN 0564 was Deues sis ca Kee 


Other than dry: 


= © oer or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 1 
5 
134 13 
tIn glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes, 
Cc. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds............. i 
In metal cans completely jacketed..........s.seeeees 1 
In metal cans in barrels or DOXES..........eeeeeeeee 2 
Tin Warlic Sch DOPTONS oo oce cs vccincepe wee cedavesacetses eases 3 
210 
210 19 
7In metal cans completely jacketed, in metal cans 
in barrels or boxes or in bulk in barrels, C. L., 
minimum weight 30,000 0 PP ers rere 
(P. F. I. 4465) 
184 274 6 
Soap Powders: 
eS ORT ERP Crete err eo ee R. 26 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
WOU. a. inc tcc cccdnncctbae nus see 4%< 0 ins hegnaeene 
(P. F. I. 4464) 
185 183 9 
Insulating Material: 
Fiber and Mineral Wool (Rock or Slag Wool), com- 
bined, in machine pressed blocks or sheets: 
CE EOD, oo s'o 5s Gee kann cd Reb dene code Fuh 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
NG So olka odd oi txc 6b Deb KH oRinn OW TSG Vide REC ee 
(P. F. I. 4418) 
186 126 33 
Eggs, Shelled, frozen: 
Im Cane ims WOMOS OF CLACOS..... 0. . bbs si 0 evs ae Weed too r8 
(P. F. I. 4415) 
ee 
Pipe: 
Iron or steel, wrought: 
meni or Lock-joint, not otherwise indexed by 


nam 
U. 8. standard gauge No. 17 or thinner: 





Cal 


Agi 
CG 
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Side seams closed, inside diameter over 8 inches: 
Not nested: 


eee oe Dik avi sade wipe ees bis eer 1g 
ND OSes FE BESS UAES 0 Che SSSR E RRS Jls 
en TO OE OECD soe STERN Ss cee ea ba 1% 
Nested: 
ee ME LG oat Sot. «SS SCRE cae bab bee ooteo kt 1 
ge eS re eer oe er eee 1 
Side seams closed, inside diameter 8 inches 
or less: 
Not nested: . 
i EN OPA CR 5 CO Cle boc 68 ee es cdSGER EL as 00's 1 
Se a a ae ere rier ee re S| 
Nested: 
I CICS. a ss SoU Sch os OS ec eh acus thebers 2 
Bee Se a GON", os ss 5 Gc ch Coke Gaps azide sas 2 


Side seams closed, loose or in packages, C. L., 
minimum weight 15,000 pounds (subject to 
ROME owas Ste oats oc haa hye ch noebs Oran ei chaos Ts 

Side seams not closed, nested: 


Oe RE” BRS re rr 3 
ee nn Or I icc disk dv ebecaksobe cb bees < 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
PE 25 « o:5-4.0.5'0 ad0 bn Be OAd aol eeenee + 5 
Note.—Outside section of roll used as a con- 
tainer for three or more sections may have side 
seams closed. 
194 10 
U. S. standard gauge No. 16 or thicker, but not 
thicker than U. S. standard gauge No. 8: 
Inside diameter over 48 inches, loose or in pack- 
NG as SC CG is mde san 8 be Vow d pawcibh < tmpcehake D1 
Inside diameter over 24 inches, but not over 48 
inches, loose or in packages.................... 1 
Inside diameter 24 inches or less, loose or in 
REA SR ree Pe Peg Ore Fee ee 2 
194 9 
U. S. standard gauge No. 7 or thicker, loose or in 
| EP Te eee re a bbb dak Cempeeie Cab eee 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L.. minimum weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) .........0+5. Pex 
(P. F. I. 4368 and 4380) 
ee aes 
Carpet Lining: 
Cotton or Shoddy, quilted (see Note): 
In machine pressed bales ...........ccceecceeccsseces 2 
In machine pressed bales, C. L., minimum weight 
SE. I ening be AUER S ap FV a ES OS Ge UOC C cRees as 4 


Note.—The term ‘‘Quilted’’ as used in this item 
means stitched between sheets of paper. 
(P. F. I. 4383) 
189 52 11 


Agricultural Implements, Hand: 
Grain or Seed Cleaning. Grading or Separating Ma- 
chines (Fanning Mills): 
Loose or on skids, detached parts in boxes or crates..D1 
Loose or on skids, detachable parts, such as Drums. 
Dust Hoods or Wind Chutes. Fan Boxes and 
Sieves removed and secured within main frame.. 1% 


el lg 7 See er Fe ee eee ee 1 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L.. minimum 
weight 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)........ .. R. 25 
(P. F. I. 4382) 
Rule 2 (E) 
190 é 
Section 2. (a) Unless otherwise provided, ratings on articles 


in wooden Barrels will apply on the same articles in Fiber- 
board or Pulpboard Barrels or Drums, fitted with wooden 
hoops and with fiberboard or pulpboard or wooden heads, pro- 
vided the following requirements and specifications are fully 
complied with: 


(b) The body of the Barrel or Drum must not exceed 20 
inches in diameter nor 30 inches in height and the fiberboard 
or pulpboard must be of six or more plies firmly glued to- 
gether, the outer surface waterproofed, the combined ply to 
be not less than % inch in thickness, having a resistance of 
not less that 710 pounds to the square inch. Mullen Test, and 
must be surrounded by three or more wooden hoops not less 
than 2 inches in width by % inch in thickness. fastened to the 
body by wire staples firmly clinched on the inside. 


(c) The heads must be not less than \% inch in thickness, 
made of wood or of six or more plies of fiberboard or pulpboard 
firmly glued together. the outer surface waterproofed. Heads 
must be securely held in place by inner and outer headliners. 
Headliners must be fastened to body by staples firmly clinched. 

(d) The gross weight of Barrel or Drum and its contents 
shall not exceed 300 pounds. 


(e) Liquids and articles that are not dry will not be accepted 
for transportation in these containers. 


(f) Subject to the provisions of Rule 8 (A). Section 2, and 
unless otherwise provided in separate description of articles, 
when the requirements and specifications of Rule 2 (E) are not 
fully complied ‘with, the freight rates on articles in Fiber- 
board or Pulpboard Barrels or Drums, with wooden hoops and 
fiberboard or pulpboard or wooden heads, shall be increased 
50 per cent, with a minimum increase of 5 cents per 100 pounds 
above the rate applicable on such articles in containers that do 
comply with the requirements and specifications of Rule 2 (E). 

(z) All Fiberboard or Pulpboard Barrels or Drums fitted 
with wooden hoops and fiberboard or pulpboard or wooden 
heads, that are made to conform to the requirements and 
specifications of this Rule, must bear certificate of Barrels or 
Drum maker, labeled, printed or stamped in ink. showing that 
the barrels or drums conform to the requirements and specifi- 
cations of this Rule; this certificate to be not less than 2% by 4 
inches, and to be a facsimile of the following in form, size and 
Style of type and wording: 
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CERTIFICATE OF BARREL OR DRUM MAKER 


THIS FIBERBOARD OR PULPBOARD BARREL (OR 
DRUM) IS MADE OF....*....PLIES AND’ FITTED 


WITH WOODEN HOOPS AND FIBERBOARD 


OR PULPBOARD OR WOODEN HEADS. 


BODY THICKNESS NOT LESS THAN \% OF AN INCH. 
RESISTANCE OF BODY 


(MULLEN TEST) 


NOT LESS THAN 710 
POUNDS PER SQUARE 


INCH. 
DIMENSIONS: HEIGHT........ INCHES. 
DIAMETER........ INCHES. 
GROSS WEIGHT LIMIT 300 PQUNDS. 


* Insert number of plies. 
7 Insert barrels or drum maker’s address. 


(h) Barrels or Drums must also show description of contents. 
(i) When shipments are tendered for transportation in Fiber- 
board of Pulpboard Barrels or Drums conforming to the re- 
quirements and specifications of this Rule, the shipper must 


certify on shipping orders and bills of lading as follows: 


“The fiberboard barrels (or drums) used for this 
shipment conform to the specifications set forth in 
the barrel (or drum) maker's certificate bee 
o e 


and all other requirements of Rule 2 (E) 
Official Classification.’’ 
(P. F. I. 4392) 
191 82 


2 
Eliminate—To take ratings of Boxes, ornamental wood, 
Supplement No. 8, page 14, item 1, O. C. 43. 
(P. F. I. 4329) 
192 133 31 


Eliminate—To take ratings for Extracts, N. O. I. B. N., 
liquid, O. C. 43, page 134, item 16. 
(P. F. I. 4328) 
193 52 12 


Agricultural Implements, other than Hand, see Note: 
Planters: 
Bean, Corn, Cotton, 
combined: 
| RR ae ee EP PS Se a nee er 
— gg detached and tied to frame or in bundles.. 


Pea or Peanut, separate or 


D., in boxes, bundles or crates ............+. R. 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 


mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 
(P. F. I. 4313) 
18 * 6x. 2s 
Potash (Potassium): 
Tobacco Crystals (Tobacco Potash Salts): 
Ken: DOME OF -BAETOIE. 0.6. cc cccccc creeper esiodae ack blew ss 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
SRIUER <5 60 c cane p 6M beds 64 5s Den bp WADW ERED SS 609.60 4:6,.0 
(P. FI. 4311) 
195 


Hangers, Garment, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Pulpboard or pulpboard and wire combined, in barrels 
PE RRS ROE Te oe GI in > Pe Fer ery 
(P. F. I. 4309) 
196 


Iron or Steel: 
tRods, Guy Anchor: 
TOG ON I MOONE Fo ans Ksiccbhicee de tied pebotne cuses 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 


Pre are rare eee Py eer 
(P. F. L. 4284) 
197 351 16 
Wheels: 


Buffing or Polishing: 

351 17 

Wood, in barrels, boxes or crateS........sseeeeeees 
351 18 


351 19 
351 20 
Buffing or Polishing Wheels, not otherwise indexed 
by name, in bags, bales, barrels, boxes or crates 
(P. F. I. 4305) 
198 Sup. 4 
Magnesium: 
6 11 
Metallic: xy 
Ingots, in wooden boxes only 
Powdered, in metal cans in boxes ......-+.seeeesees 
(P. F. I. 4303) 
199 126 31 


126 32 
Eggs, desiccated, in barrels or boxes 
(P. F. I. 4301) 

200 126 25 


Egg Yolks: 
126 


Soy ie te. Me). ba nee 2 re ae Go Pres 
126 27 


Ederees Fe WAP OID: oo os oc'e ss cd dare stp te nn ccsecccewssbe oces 
(P. F. I. 4300) 


201 126 34 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4299) 
202 44 4 
Acetanilid: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes.. 
In cans or cartons, in barrels or boxes .............. 
Tak <p ak: a i eS RS hss ree Sve 
(P. F. I. 4298) 
203 124 6 


Dross or Skimmings: 
Babbitt Metal, Solder or Type Metal: 


eeteeee 
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In Dake, barréle Gr DOMED @ .. sic cece ewes cwcses j 217 309 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 Strontium Nitrate: 
MEDD. os ovoid tuicl Ebauy &o'es eBhac begbbiave's seauews Cthics 6 In glass or earthenware, packed in: barrels or boxes.. 1 
7 10 * inner containers other than glass or earthenware, 
“4 in barrels OF DOKEB ......ccccccccsesccsesess Spe chinkwe 4 2 
ae We, DATrels OF: WOMOS sss iiss ice cic cesivccces 4 In bulk in barrels or DOXES ......cccccescccccecvcsees 3 
In pet named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 P ay} in — or boxes, C.. L., minimum weight 
EEE Ys ab ce OR Se Mk Had 0 Vaicicta seh Sob Saws be beckeren UID, 5 ni os 6c cme¥ Sat Rep Cha do 6 Vedbess te if Se 
(P. F. I. 4297) (P. F. I. 4546) 
204 206 20 218 47 1 
Lead: Advertising Displays, prepaid: 
Blow r Granulated: Dummy Articles, such as imitation Bacon Slabs, But- 
n o ulated: 
206 - — Hams, or Sausage, in boxes or crates 1 
I yS. .. go 8 BRE Pe erie cere ee heir rr 
In ackages tet a minimum weight 36,000 7 wrt <p ~~ eapeasiel Displays, not otherwise indexed 
ED. bbc bcc ceed vcks caveuee dered sss dens cobedoscbese 5 s. U. in SE RA pe ek Maint SAE) SN 1% 
(P. F. I. 4290) 
205 206 22 Be, Th in I 0 kas 2 cans Ciera pen sk gscnateabe ikem 
Len: (P. F. I. 4545) 
Scrap: 219 52 9 
SERIES ROS pe © aeRO YR ee pe ee eRe 2 276 29 : 
In barrels with cloth tops ........--..seeeeeeseeeees 3 Shears, Pruning or Plant Cutting, in barrels or boxes.. 1 
In pieces weighing each 25 pounds or over, loose.. 3 (P. F. 1. 4542) 
In bales or bundles weighing each 25 pounds or over 3 220 234 20 : 
CS Pee ea ier ee ee 4 Feed, Animal or Poultry: 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 26,000 Tankage, Digester or Feeding, Blood Flour, Blood 
DUNND oc Vi ven oles cS0hbUS coe Uesada ot en dees ai snses 6 Meal, Meat Meal or dried Meat Scraps: 
(BP. F. 1. 4289) gs Sd 
206 206 11 In Le 4 CeO COPE OEE SESE EOE DE EEOH ELEM SESE ESEEBESE®O 4 
Lead: , In cartons in barrels or DOXES........++see005 attest 3 
— PF pe = satese Se 3 In bulk in barrels or bOXeS ..........eeeeeeeeceeess 4 
ay Sencha ya ly phe Ce 08 04.05 606.0608 0666 bases 5 In packages named, G: i; minimum weight 30, 000 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 ; pounds ....-....+. (P4568) ee er 
Wogan BRM SLE SEES “5 Gg SEE SNS PO OE > Pa ER 
(BF. “aa8a) = ae 
207 206 9 Electrical Appliances: 
Lead: Trolley Wheels: 
A ti _ ee ee. eee rere iy errr: fe ers 1 
a Gane yy ee 4 In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
i packages anmed.. C. ip. sinien weight 36,000 pounds ..........+.- ee eee o Wisin obevewecceues 
MN: hs Rida U ave oo beddedacecttoubaanencekeeane 5 ; 
. 222 108 2 
BLS ce sate malate soc 6 ipovede a .400 Coen ea imi 
Gal Seger RE SP Sapa Boon! oP tg Bg n bags, i | ey perry re: re me,” 
oe te Rats Repadcmeppnp areca g In packages or in bulk. C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
(P| F 1. 4287) F ERIE COP OIE AS pounds (subject to Rule 2) Gu GSs chases bas eh ve seas 
208 wo (P. F. I. 4553) 
Lead: : 223 104 6 
Tape or Wedge: Machinery and Machines: 
I ae RRR TT CIES SOE SU cern el Rater 3 Cereal Milling: 
i A Ne ack a chet eee 3 222 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 Bran Dusters: 
SE. 5:4.9.5:9- 5 PSD occ 6b) naan s baseneaw MidMatks Os. aeead 5 Horizontal: 
209 DMGOG OF ORE OIG 656 edb oc dvi de oe vo beeeeenew 3t1 
(P. F. I. 4286) In DOXES OF CATES 2... cc rcceeesececceesecensces D1 
210 271 16 Bit ari 4 Upright: 

Postal or Letter Boxes: | a Any — Py tee ee eC TP ee Ly Tee : 
Glass, metal and Fe rT 4a53) boxes or crates 1 Corn Degerminators: © 6=4===°=°=~*~*~ 
211 en a, ER per een i 3% 
ae Sor ee err ere: eee tet 2 

a, = he . Corn oes ps and Cleaners combined (Corn Shell- 
ie Sean, Gi hc,’ tale. welehd 54008 peundnt S'S Sigh OE UE Tee cero cies kk ooeks 1 
. (P. F. I. 4352) Th RN OO CNN on oinse bc Choo bc vives ca veet keeue 2 
- Fae P. + : Feed Break Governors, in boxes or crates........ 2 
Motors: ppliances: — Aging ot _poeaening Machine Agitators, in $ 
: ‘ TE | RRS PRO, ee 
= pacemes, Pease Sais pindiats banded dececau ba 1 Flour, Feed or Meal Feeders or Feeders and Mix- 
ok. a! a. 3 on skids, C. L., minimum : “s combined, in boxes or crates ...........eeee8 1 
13 28 2s he EY PR ie oar Flour or Meal Bolting or Scalping Machines, not 
Machinery and Machines: — a, eet 
xy peg Corn: ; Loose ORE AR. 55s ig Sa oss Kos bakit i RES 3ti 
MEET ton ag a bes trsesewoanapsn oc 34 ian No re 1 oe ay 
In packages named or on skids, C. L., minimum Sieve: 
weight 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)....... 2 Ss. U.: 7 
(P. F. I. 4350) TOU0 OF OW: -OBIER: 060 bscadsitivusoes vadisaasie Gat 
214 282 23 ak DEIOR OP BU EBOR «icin: 6d cancstwisedan waters - Di 
“~ Bilis; sce Note: = = D., in boxes, bundles or crateS ............ 1 
ae cree may aeeirete from boxes. ze : Leper Packers, in boxes or crates........ 2 
Sh, MEAD, OO Cie MRMINS 600 boc kis Fe Suis cb eevctvene 3 Taeke ae: “on skids vei iventitee beesteauaed spade eet 1 
In boxes or on skids, C. L., minimum weight ee ee Oe NO oo. 505ds Sy eecend tapetiaawes 2 
INS ores i's nn ob p sv'b> Jeb hourde bed cocese b og a aa Grain Heaters, Steamers or Temperers, in boxes 
Weotee. with iron or steel cores, in boxes ........ 4 set oreten Devkvadse ed ha vesdev Reson sd sees eta 2 
Other than iron or steel, not covered or other than Lee er on GI ikea tin sie SHEN ces crv dts hie D1 
wooden, with iron or steel cores, im boxes........ 3 Per yer eee ey - 1% 
(P. F. I. 4551) Meal Driers: 
Ne og > pe or on pore Rita woieds Nokbdobeded cians : 
: n ae Get: OO ign, bu epic sce bab CERES AAS CESS D 
nese. my me Stock, separate or combined: ine Oat or Rice = ‘ 
eM Cs aredespamerieess?d 6iececkaeeeine’ ead «SR OE WE BR ois as eo vice eke on deeepees ape ag ae St 
K. D.. in boxes, bundles or crates .............. R.25 ee eg, PEPE Pee BT eee a ee ee 4 
pr 4 : — ates: Oe ne ae ee Sheliers 
an eaners combine Yorn ellers an - 
Iwoose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- arators combined); Feed Break Governors; Flour 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)..............44.. 5 Aging or Bleaching Machine Agitators; Flour, Feed 
(P. F. I. 4549) or Meal Feeders or Feeders and Mixers combined; 
ae 2. ..4 ore ag . ~ See, bite or ae Machines: 
° $ not otherwise index name; our oO 
EE earthen ; ey ey Ry 
ee 4a: OLMOG o.2a'es bg ee cu pboh tec pecared ers or Tempe ea. oolers, ea ers or 
In packa: — named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 or Rice epg in poe. loose or in skids as 
OUI cc cikc cet etbitieccccceseccesegebewiseesedss 5 specified for L. C. L. shipments, C. L., minimum 


(P. F. I. 4548) 


weight 12,000 pounds (subject to Rule Ry iccecs 


Jul 


She 








No. 1 
1 
2 
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4 
1 
4, * 
1 
1 * 
4 
3 
4 
. 
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2 
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aeO 


EEE 
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wg 


July 1, 1916 


Corn Shellers, Mill or Warehouse, power: 


RD NII este i's dang bos cake 6 ssn kWe ck BA SARL. 1 
In boxes or crates ............. “PETS PASE TS 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum 
aa 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).... 5 
Mill, Crushing or Grinding: 
A os sg sac ce ieecckccdée Weds tices 2 
Sp I ois chon dusoccsdsésdacece Sec 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule od BRS 5 
Rice Hullers or Rice Hullers and Polishers combined: 
In packages, loose or on skids..................00: 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 unds (subject to Rule 27).... 5 
Rice Polishers (Rice Drums or Trumbols): 
Os Wie, BRU ci Seve ccc cdaccsvoccee 1 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates .............. 2 
In packages, loose or on skids, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).... 5 
(P. F. I. 4344) 
224 346 27 
Vehicle Parts: 
Wheels: 
Horse drawn Vehicle: 
ooden: 
Finished: 
Passenger Vehicle or Spring Delivery Cart or 
Wagon: 
Hub to hub, in boxes or crates .............. D1 
Other than hub to hub, in boxes or crates.. 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)...... 2 
Wagon: 
Hub to hub, in boxes, bundles or crates.. Dl 
Other than hub to hub, loose or in packages 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 4 
Freight Vehicle, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
Hub to hub, in boxes, bundles or crates.. Dl 
Other than hub to hub, loose or in packages 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 4 
In the white: 
Without tires: 
Hub to hub, in boxes, bundles or crates.. Dl 
Other than hub to hub, loose or in packages 1 
Loose or in packages, C. ., minimum 
weight 16,000 poe (subject to Rule 27) 4 
With iron or steel tires: 
Hub to hub, in boxes, bundles or crates.. D1 
Other than hub to hub, loose or in packages 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 4 
(P. F. I, 4552) 
225 338 22 
Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 
Steering Wheels: 
Te WN OE CPBIO 6c oc ceteris revdaresiceporcneesis 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 16,000 2 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ........--seeeeeeenees 3 
(P. F. I. 4564) 
Sup. 8 
226 23 4 
Sheet Iron or Sheet Steel Ware: 
Cans, Ash, Garbage, Oiled Waste or Refuse, with or 
without bails or covers: 
Not nested, loose or in packages .......-.seeeeseeees 1% 
Nested, in bundles, see Note 3.....-...-seeeeeeees 2 
Nested, in boxes or crates, see Note 3..........+. 2 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
14,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).............- .. R.26 
Note 3.—Rule 33 will govern except that the 
words “two or more’ may be substituted for 
‘three or more.” 
(P. F. I, 4562) 
227 286 2 
Ores: 
Thorium (Monazite): 
Te Gee. DATTRIS OF. PORES oie cen n ni amy tereneecauvees 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
a eI ER am bale 5 
(P, F. 1. 4561) 
228 281 12 
Rings: 
Fruit Jar: 
Ea ee OR OE naan div cvs katie Seb ened codetemede R.25 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
NE <i. Fein ocnw 4cb CORica aden k heen es herbs. s who dame a0 4 
(P. F. I. 4296) 
229 $52 22 
Wire, Picture Cord, in barrels or boxes.............. . " 
(P. F. I, 4295) : 
230 275 19 
Printers’ Leads or Slugs: 
In ae PPAR ETERS ci-0i0 ONS Sd be wew es Gy eERUEL Cb CDs oh bce 3 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds...... 5 
(P. F. I, 4294) 
231 63 11 
Ashes: 
Lead: 
In bags, barrels or boxes .............+.. Bs ass wate 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 
40,000 pounds ae ae Sas aid as vad eat 
. KF. L- 4293) 
232 206 25 
Lead: 
ool: 
GRE. BERGER: WOON. oot sabe e Planes de keeedyadboceds cvaas 4 
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In bags, barrels or boxes ..........-+eeeee PP ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
WEE a4 en cc ccs cc ke psn dsnes ddmabneds<anndvhs-coneeee 
(P. F. I. 4292) 
233 236 12 


Metal: 
Electrotype Base: 

In barrels or boxes 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 

pounds 
a | pigs or slabs weighing each 25 pounds 

oose 
In pigs or slabs, loose, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 


000 pounds 
(P. F. I. 4348) 


234 301 13 
Solder: 
Braziers’, in barrels or boxes 
301 14 
Solder, not otherwise indexed by name: 
7 pigs or slabs weighing ea¢th 25 pounds or over, 
oose 
On slatted reels 
On reels or spools, in crates 
In barrels or boxes 
301 15 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
pounds 


Tere eee ee eee eee eee eee eee ee a) 


or over, 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee) 


eee eee eee eee ee ee ee 


SRR eee eR EERE OEE EEE HEHEHE EEE OEE EEE 
eee eee eee eee eee eee eee Peet Peat tae te 
eee ee ee) 


Tere eee eee eee eee eee ee) 


Terre ee ee ee ee ee eee eee ee eee eee ee 


, ee 
Racks: 
Tool Display: 
Tek + EE © c-cd Sk wie 6 bin 404A Rte ens cv kes oh cogicé codec 
In barrels, boxes or crates 
(P. F. I. 4346 
236 52 1 


Agricultural Implements, other than Hand, see Note: 


Trucks: 
Tongue or Transport, one or two-wheeled, not other- 


wise indexed by name: 


ORE oR ls o db bab clawagicea Sib ekg sore ebe+s ee cae 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates 
52 
56 18 , 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) 
(P. F. I. 4528) 
237 50 6 
Agricultural Implements, other than Hand, see Note: 
Carts: 
Harrow: 
Ss. U. 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates 
S. U. or K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).. 
Plow, Tractor Attaching: 


ee 


49 


Wheels off, Drawbar removed, loose or in packages 1% 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)..........+++. 
(P. F. I. 4527) 
S08 ab we 
Agricultural Implements, other than Hand, see Note: 
Diggers: [ 
Peanut: 
On wheels, small parts detached and wired to 
frame, pole loose 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 24,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).........-eseeeees 
(P. F. I. 4526) 


ee ee ee) 


a ae 
Furnaces: : 
Clay, pail-shaped, with or without sheet iron or steel 
jackets: oxi 
Wh. BR. OP ORE iin cc cnc ccs cc tevens copsssnrveoseces 
Loose, packed in excelsior, hay, straw or similar 
packing material, or in boxes or crates, C. L., 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds ...........eeeeeeees 
(P. F. I. 4478) 


Machinery and Machines: 
Drills: 
Mine or Quarry not otherwise indexed by name: 
Columns loose or in packages, other parts. in 
boxes, bundles or crates 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum, weight 
“a pounds (subject to Rule 27) 


Drill Parts, Mine or Quarry: 
Columns: 

Loose or in bundles 
P boxes or crates 
Drill Parts, Mine or Quarry, not otherwise indexed 

by name: 

In bundles 


ee ee ee ee 


ee 


Sere ee eee eee ee ee ee ee ee 


ee es 


Ree ee 


(P. F. I. 4523) 
eee aa 
Electrical Appliances: 
Motor Gears or Pinions: 
In boxes or crates 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds 


ee 


ee ee 


(P. F. I. 4494) 


DAB nso 8738 
Electrical Appliances: 
Lamp Sockets, Incandescent: 
eR 8 RAI re pee teh een 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,086 
pounds 


ee 


(P. F. I. 4483) 


. 

7 

bo 

202 
*e 





ae ae 
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Electrical Appliances: 
Switchboards: 
Lighting or Power Control: 
Cn ee Pe. ocr ek 4 CASS on sos ka cee dia tckee dee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
EE IEE bh cS Bids Bb cv kk +We-a be oh baal 466 eben ee <éle on 
Telephone: 
ee eS os an Cie aa eu es + oad a GAee Vain when 
In wo named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
EE dba nina Wh da an he ee 6 ak Roo tai cee heen oud 
Switchboards, not otherwise indexed by name: 
ee SE gs 0 so ona @ beieeia 4.6 blink vakwbane vee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
DEE Sho aee 6 08 SAUER DEb KS eR DR cinilca con tnesais vacee 
(P. F. I. 4481) 


244 47 3 
Eliminate.—Covered by entries for Talc, items 25 to 
28, pose 1 and item 1, page 299, O. C. 43. 


Diminate. —No longer made or shipped. 
246 63 10 
Eliminate.—No shipments. 

63 13 


Eliminate.—No longer shipped. 
247 101 sg 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Cement, N. O. S., item 
oa moe 101, O. C. 43. 


3 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

249 #68 16 

Tee a take rating for Show Cases, item 9, page 
, eS 


Eliminate.—To take rating for Rubber Goods, N. O. 
Zz a ae item 23, page 284, O. C. 43. 
5 


251 

75 «6 

7% #7 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
252 75 12 


Eliminate.—To take rating for Cotton Tape, N. O. I. B. 
N., item 2, page 314, O. C. 43. 

253 82 12 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Copper Blanks, item 
11, page 112, O. C. 43. 

254 82 13 


| a+ aad arma locate movement by freight. 

Eliminate.—To take rating for Iron or Steel Hardware, 
N. O. 8., item 17, page 191, O. C. 43. 

256 187 17 

as ~ uae a take ratings for specific articles. 


‘ 


Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
258—187 24 
Eliminate.—To take rating for Sheet Iron. 
259 96 9 
96 10 


96 11 

Eliminate.—Covered by entries for Cotton Piece Goods 
or for Burlap, according to nature of article. 

260 996 12 

Hliminate.—To take ratings for Pickles, N. O. I. B. N., 
item 8, page 263, O. C. 43. 

261 98 3 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Carbon Electrodes, item 
2, page 98, O. C. 43. 

262 98 10 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Cards, Photograph or 
Mounting, item 24, page 259, O. C. 43. 

263 19 ie 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

264 97 9 


Eliminate.—Cannot locate shipments by freight. 
265 100 31 
ee et locate movement by freight. 


266 
160 6 
160 7 


memnete. —Covered by various specific items. 


ne —To take ratings for qatatont Instruments, 
N. O. 8S., item 27, page 129, O. C. 


268 188 g 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Tools or Hardware, ac- 
cording to nature of article. 

269 106 7 

Eliminate.—No longer shipped. 

270 107 5 


a om” Bi take ratings for Rope, item 9, page 114, 
271—107 7 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

272 224 


Eliminate.—To take gy eg” *' * poaremmaae MN: 0:1. B. 
N., item 15, page 231, O. 

273 56 6 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Plow or Cultivator 
Parts, N. O. I. B. N., see Docket No. 27, subject 


Eliminate.—To take ratings for Bamboo Porch Shades, 
item 10, page 291, O. C. 43. 

275—119—28 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Earthenware, N. O. S., 
ay Os as 118, O. C, 43. 


276 
Eliminate.—cannot locate movement by freight. 


277 120 27 
Eliminate. teed longer shipped. 
278 166 


Eliminate. ® ro take ratings for Glassware other than 
cut, N. O. I. B. N., item 24, page 167, O. C. 43. 

279 122 3 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Stone, N. O. S., items 
2 to 4, page 233, O. C. 43. 

280 123 I8 

a eam locate movement by freight. 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Foundry Facings, item 
18, page 134, O. C, 43. 

282 132 25 

Eliminate.—To take specific ratings for various parts. 

283 134. 1 


Eliminate.—Covered - Pesta for Pyroligneous Acid, 
item 3, page 46, O. 3. 
284 140 1 : 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
6 


Eliminate.—To take ratings for Brass Tubing, item 16, 
page 112, O. C. 43. 


286 1909 4 
Eliminate.—Covered by entries for Pipe, etc. 
287 342 11 


342 12 
wre epee locate movement by freight. 
3 
eens kD aca locate movement by freight. 


Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

288 145 7 i. 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

289 190 18 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

290 190 20 

190 21 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for different parts as spe- 
cifically rated. 

291 190 25 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for various articles as 
specifically or otherwise rated. 


292 162 22 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
293 166 7 


Eliminate.—To take ratings for Glass Signs, item 11, 
page 295, O. C. 43. 

294 164 17 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Glassware Cut, N. O. 
S., item 21, page 164, O. C. 43, 

295 167 8 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for gs esa other than 
Cut, N. O. L. B. N., item 24, page 167, O. C, 43. 

296 167 9 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Glass Bottles, item 4, 
page 12, Sup. 4, O. C. 43. 

297 172 39 

Eliminate.—Covered by entry for Games or Toys, items 
4 and 5, page 161, O. C. 43. 

298 175 36 

—— take ratings for Rope, item 9, page 114, 


299 176 18 
Hen’s Nests: 
176 19 
Concrete or Cement—Eliminate.—Cannot locate ship- 
ments by freight. 
176 20 
Trap, in DOXeS OF CTAteS ...i.ccccccavcccccccccveces Sav 1 
176 
Other than Trap: 
176 22 
S. U., im boxes OF CTALES ....-ccccrcccvccceccessevere 1 
K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates ..........eeeeeeee 3 


300 191 37 
191 38 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 


301 314 20 
Eliminate.—No longer made or shipped. 
302 108 7 


Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
303 183 4 ¢ 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
304 203 3 


Eliminate.—Covered by entry for Musical Instruments, 
N. O. I. B. N., item 21, page 241, O. C. 43. 

305 203 5 

Eliminate.—No longer made or shipped. 

306 192 10 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Iron or Steel Hardware, 

. O. S., item 17, page 191, O. C. 43 

307 206 19 

Bliminate.—To take ratings for Lead Pipe, N. O. S., 
item 10, page 265, O. C. 43. 

308 107 4 

a ane locate movement by freight. 


309 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

310 264 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Drain Tile, items 9 to 
19, ge 316, and items 1 to 5, page 317, O. C. 43. 

311 192 32 

192 33 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Iron or Steel Plates, 
Sheets, etc. 

312 194 17 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Iron or Steel Hardware, 
N. O. S., item 17, page 191, O. C. 43. 
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313 270- 19 

Eliminate.—To take rati 
or Feather; as specifically 

314 276 2 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for oe Seed Hull Fiber, 
| = 17, page 116, O. C. 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

pe 18 


Eliminate.—To take ratings for Gold or Silver Ore, 
ae 17, page 251, O. C. 43. 


277 20 
277 21 
277 22 
277 23 
277 24 
$16 280 25 
Eliminate.—Covered by 
26, page 100, O. C. 43. 
Sup. 5 
m7 6t.~°6 6S 
Bliiminate.—To take ratings for Stone, N. O. S., 
4, page 233, O. C. 43. 
318 283 16 
= 2 ose locate movement by freight. 


for Plumes, Hair, Pampas 
provided for. 


entry for Castor Pomace, item 


item 


sinsiag tn Comees locate movement by freight. 

319 19 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Hangers or Stirrups, 
Joist, item 16, page 191, O. C. 43. 

320 287 21 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Shovels, Spades or 
Scoops, item 25, page 294, or items 14 and 21, page 
354, O. C. 43. 

321 287 28 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

322 197 23 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Concrete Construction 
Molds, item 2, page 240, O. C. 43. 

323 197 25 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

324 197 

197 30 

Eliminate.—To take —— for Skylight Frames, K. D., 
item 16, page 297, O. C. 43. 

325 192 34 

Eliminate —To take ratings for Iron or Steel Plate, etc. 


198 2 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate shipments by freight. 

326 198 7 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Iron or Steel Springs, 
N. O. I. B. N., items 22 to 29, page 303, O. C. 43. 

327 242 10 

Eliminate.—Covered by entry for Built-up Wood, item 
8, page Bi QO. C. 48. 


328 306 
306 23 
306 24 
Eliminate.—To take ratings for Grindstones, items 4 to 
11, page 172, O. C. 43. 
329 102 9 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
330 308 21 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
331 309 


14 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

332 311 21 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

333 315 2 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Kaolin, Clay or Gyp- 
sum, according to kind. 

334 321 28 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Games or Toys, N. O. 
I. B. N., item 6, page 161, O. C. 43. 

335 185 4 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Games or Toys, N. 
O. I. B. N., item 5, page 161, O. C. 43. 

336 171 16 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

337 109 30 

Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

338 337 


3 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
339 347 32 
Eliminate.—To take ratings for Wall Paper, N. O. §&., 
item 11, page 259, O. C. 43. 
340 231 8 


Eliminate.—To take ratings for Machinery, 
item 15, page 231, O. C. 43. 

341 200 32 

Eliminate.—To take ratings for Mee ae bests 
or steel, items 10 to 18, page 269, O. 

342 188 24 

ae aaa locate movement by freight. 

349 


N. QO. 8&., 


iron 


22 
Eliminate.—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
344 +356 
ee Deneet locate movement by freight. 


108 69 
Cocoanut Oil Products: 
Cocoanut Stearine: 
ME ed, on ck mck dakngeke'eng AUR d top DE POTS HOkSE A 


eer eer eee ET ery Terr pore ee yg 
In packages named, C. L., minimum am 30,000 


pounds ........-- 90s ips Raw bas tae decade nbs betsee ee sae 


46 118 11 
Cream Separators, Gravity (Cream —— Cans): 


In DOKRES OF CrAteS ... ccc cccvosecseseccssscccovesvesere 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ............cee cece eee ees 
247 182 27 


Excelsior, wood: 
Em MMACHIMG PTOSHOM DAG | 00 5 cos otic ccc sedescccvtguse 
In machine pressed bales, minimum weight 26,- 
000 pounds (subject to "ule $7) er cereGsusks ORs 


348 
F'lowers, Herbs or Leaves, Dried: 
Deer Tongue: 
In bags or in bales not machine pressed........... 
Sk DRG OM DONE, oc ck o isc ceed 60 ss tx paees by 
Rp rere eeerr sr pea teres" 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 37) Cakathedetp ubaa toh oR 
349 176 24 


Flowers, Herbs or Leaves, Dried: 
Flowers, Herbs or Leaves, dried, not otherwise in- 
aa by name: 


0 
Ground or powdered: 
Me heddatins beta h onal Case ne doe stunh sleds 
Se EONS OP NOD inc d08% cone thnehs kpetihssmaeete 
350 176 25 
208 11 
Flowers, Herbs or Leaves, Dried: 
Flowers, Herbs or Leaves, dried, not otherwise in- 
dexed by name: 
Not ground nor powdered: 
In fibre or metal cans or cartons, in barrels or 
ES Week Cheek kpeb ew WG AS > tose s on tke Rs So cP ED ES 
In bulk in barrels or DOXES 22... cece sees eessceseres 
In machine pressed forms in boxes ..............+5 
In bags or in bales not machine pressed.......... 
Im MARCHING GPOSNST TRIOS oo... occ tcc ccscccevncce 
In bags or bales, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule Beeb iw ac sebesa ss coeers 
351 149 10 


Fur Robes or Fur Rugs: 
= Cattle or Horse Hide, or Dog, Goat or Sheep 
n: 


ee ee a ae 


Fur Robes or Fur Rugs not otherwise indexed by 
MS BR BPRRGOM ORE occ cn Sh bho cio bccn beecutee ooa 
352 175 15 
Harness and Saddlery: 
Pads: 
Horseshoe: 
Other than rubber, or rubber and cloth or leather 
combined, in bags, barrels or boxes............ 
353 191 22 


Heat Developers, not otherwise indexed by name, s2e 
BOGS, 10 DORGS OF CORIO Gs odie kn ch Weamee haces iscccs 
Note.—Rating applies on such attachments for Hot 
Water Heating Systems, as Heat Economizers, Heat 
. Re me ome or Heat Generators. 
Hides, Pelts or Skins, 
Cattle or Horse: 
Dry: 
Loose 
In bundles 
In machine pressed bales 
Loose or in packages, C. L, minimum weight 
ma 94 pounds (subject to Rule _ eae 


not Dressed nor Tanned: 


eee ee eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee ee ee ee ee es 
ee ee ee as 


Green: or green salted: 
In barrels, boxes or bundles ..........6.dsecceeuee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
a pounds 


177 

Raw Splits (Flesh side of Split Hides): 
Tite Ts WAIOS. OF WAMAION isis ai obs oc daccd cildodee 
In _ barrels 


ee re ee a 


re ee 


D1 


R.2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 


EE Lek aees Como kok + daa 4 00 4) KAR tS Rho Pte ede 
Goat or Sheep: 
177 16 


Green or Green Salted: 
In bundles 
In barrels or boxes 


ee ee ee rd 


a 


2 
In gm) named, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 


junds 
Switches or Tails: 
ae Horse: 


77 
Green Salted: 


ae et mittee eee 


er OE. DUNIMINOR: ods base heise oboe eee tlodecweswe R.26 


In barrels or boxes 
Loose or in packages, 
36,000 pounds 
355 177 


29 
Hides, Pelts or Skins, Dressed or Tanned, and Fur, 
7 + Wool not Removed: 
oye or Scraps: 
178 


3 
Other than Cattle, Dog, Goat or Sheep: 
DR REE ol 40 cb CEE &s Beep pee Cas oa Pa geedtanntas 
Tie Sg Pas oka bas ch oo pC ee POE POG Roe eiens 
Pee eee Or OU abo a ssn ks aye cae bas eon ond oce com 


Cc. L., minimum weight 


ee ee 


356 203 37 
Ladders, Rolling Shelf, with or without fixtures or track; 
Ladders in boxes, bundles or crates, Fixtures in bar- 


ak ao boxes, Track in boxes, bundies or crates...... 
Machinery and Rgeiaee: 
Heaters, Feed W: 
Without Sekartae “Attachniente: 
In packages, loose or on skids.................... 


51 





$s Een ne a Gh 


SS OTE CS Daal OD Ayala. a. 
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In packages, loose or on skids, C. L.; — In boxes or crates, see Note 2........c.cecccreres 2 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).. be In packages named, C. L., a ER weight 20,000 
358 — (subject to Rule os Fhe re ryan 7 eG ee oo 
Iron and Steel, etc.: Note 2.—Sulky handles may be in bundles. 
Pipe: 13 
Wrought: 333 14 
Welded or seamless, not otherwise indexed by Other than collapsed, folded flat or K. D. flat: 
name: Wheels on, in boxes or crates .........ssess000% 3t1 
Loose or in Packages... ....cccicsccevecocccccecs 4 Wheels off, or completely drawn into body, in 
Loose or in ° earn aad Cc. L., minimum weight ee: Ge CUO. oo atpeciesedaveaeenckscem ovens Di 
OD OME: bv vino Fis vin tisee ct i ROhaseahd¥6) Beads 5 333 : 
359 23 332 10 
Potash (Potassium): 332 11 
Cyanide of: In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 
In glass packed in barrels or boxes ..............-.. 1 pounds (subject to Rule 27)............sseeeeeeee -- R.B 
In metal cans in barrels or bOxes.............e0+0% 1 3 3 
i: Sen Ae On TO, «1 64 ns cs tee Sad aeemeRainasee te 1 Sleds or Sleighs: 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes, or in iron or 8. U.: 
steel barrels, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds .. 3 DM bth tg ah eee eNET96 dh cen Meg ED OS oc ase teen D1 
360 84 11 pO EPO ESS epee Ceres Pope ey ee 1% 
Boxes: pa ae re te ary wag ee 1% 
Service: ) eh PP ees Pr roe Peres ree oe 1 
84 12 Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 
Roadway, Stop Cock or Valve, cast iron: pounds (subject to Rule 27)... ..ccsecccevvevece -.- Rib 
DC fet fi 2c Lite bse reli wsby oth Paekeade dy vbveeerd 335 14 
tIn barrels, eS ry eer re R.26 Tricycles or Velocipedes: 
Loose or in packages, ©. L., minimum weight 335 ° 15 
36, td SEED ere oO 260 0. aos eS abo Renae 6 co be thrde “ 5 eles: Se EE A I ob oc -cck scone ocs case ckabaannn 3tl 
361 336 is: ek ee I Oe Io on ek ko wn bens ansnsetiatata 1 
Vehicles, Children’s, see Note 1: In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 
Note 1.—Axles may protrude from boxes or crates. pounds (subject to Rule 27) ..........eseeeeeeeees .. RG 
336 13 337 10 
336 Wheelbarrows: 

Automobiles, Carts, Coasters, Hand Cars, Wagons or +Wooden, in boxes or crates .........c.sceeecerecess D1 
Children’s Vehicles, not otherwise indexed by 7Iron or steel, in boxes or crates ............+.+++- 1 
name In packages named, Cc. L., minimum weight 10,000 

8.40: 4an Se Oe | De on ots Cat mewins neh dancers 3t1 pounds (subject to Rule BOR ere ranks atdg Rn tmensce -.- KR. 
362 161 
Gears, handles, levers, tongues and wheels detached ; 
and placed inside bodies, in boxes or crates........ re 
Whole snd aa naueeea and gear packed inside Sa Se WE s,s wasendiis- shud cau cnn chcmauemie 3 
prodiee or completely taken apart... ;-.------++ i nc» ce nets Se merepac tip als te 
. D. and wheels off, gear not removed.......... ' 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 fin tank cars, C. L., ee se 30,000 pounds : 
P oe ee a 9 Re er ce 55 
Carriages, Go-Carts or Sulkies, Baby or Doll: {No change is proposed in carload rating. 
333 11 *Carload rating eliminated. 
333 12 +Uniform Classification item modified. 
Collapsed, folded flat or K. D. flat: TNot Uniform Classification item. 
x“ 





Docket of the Commission 





Note.—Iitems In the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new, having been added since last Friday’s Dally and since the 
last Issue of The Traffic World. Cancellations and potiocns. 
ments announced too late to make the change in this Docket 
will be noted elsewhere. 


July 3—Cadillac, Mich.—Examiner oe 
* i RP & Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 5—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner bach 

3 eet’s Steel Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. 
July 5—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 

1. & S. 807—Paper transit rules at wow England points. 
July 5—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Watkins 

1. & S. 809—Associated Railways Classification exceptions. 

5—La Crosse, Wis.—Examiner Pugh 
“aber Crosse Shippers’ a for Cargill Coal Co. et al. ve 


& St. P. Ry. Co. al. 
seta Lin Crosse Shippers’ eo § et al. vs. C. lL. & L. Ry. Co. 
et al 
8652—La voyry Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
Ry. Co. et 


se 9 ag house Shippers’ Assn, et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 


2651“ Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et el. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
y. Co. 
July 5—New York, * 
i—J. B. King & 
et al. 
July 5—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Mattingly: 
8 Ford’s Porcelain Works vs. L. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
8674—Crown Columbia Paper Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 
iy 6—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Flynn: 
8736—Valley City Milling Co. vs. Gd. R. & Ind. Ry. Co. 
July 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner McKenna: 
afs3—Lehi h Coal and Navigation Co. vs. LL. & N. E. R. R. 
‘o. et al. 
July 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Mattingly: 
8 - Atlas near Cement Co. et al. vs. Northampton & 
0. e 
6781—Hopicins, Hough & Merrill Co. vs. D. L. & W. R. R. 
0. e 


Y.—Examiner Thurtell: 
bo. vs. Staten Island Rapid Transit Co. 


July 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Thurtell: 
14-8 ee at a Ve ee 
759—Meeker & Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. 

July 6—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Gartner 

Lang & Ouverson et al. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al, 


H. R. R. Co. et al. 


8647—Chicago Bridge and Iron Works vs. P. & L. E. R. RR’ 


Co, et al. 


a 6—Dayton, O.—Examiner Worthington: 
i—Srere Bros. & Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 7—Terre Haute, Ind.—Examiner Syuetetoener: 
43—Anderson-Theobald Co. vs. Vandalia R. 


July 7—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Gibson: 
Advance Lumber Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 
8792—D. O. Parker vs. M. & O. R. R. Go. et al. 
oa y—Cateago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 
L. Greenburg Iron Co. vs. C. , E, I. R. a. ag et al. 
$632—Sulzberger & Sons Co. vs. C. 5 & P. Se ge 
rer aye & Sons Co. vs, C. Q. Co. et al. 
. & S. 850—Packing house BA ¥g to AOE tN 
a i. 8—Elmira, N. Y.—Examiner McKenna: 
31—Asa Wilcox vs. Erie R. R. Co. et al. 


-_ 8—Evansville, sy ye Worthing: 

15—P. Healey vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 

July 8&—New York, N. Gp he Thurtell: 
8041—Bush Terminai R. R. Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et ai. 


July 10—Natchez, Miss.—Examiner Gibson: 
8860—Natchez Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & 8S. F. 
Rx. Co. et al. 
8816—John C. Burns et al. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 10—Providence, R. I.—Examiner Mattingly: 
ea Mfg. Co. et al. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. RR. 


t al. 
8706--Herman W. Gersch vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co 


July 10—South Bend, Ind.—Examiner Flynn: 
ef0a—F Powell- Myers. Lumber Co. vs. St. 7. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. 
et al. 


July 10—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Pugh: 
9 & S. 815—Omaha-Kansas rates. 
. & S, 818—Live stock weights. 


pes 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gerry: 
1. » 800—Coal from Pennsylvania mines. 
Ford Collieries Co. et al. vs. B. & L. E. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 10—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 
8655—J. R Hollingshead Co. vs. > L. & S. F. R. Co, et al. 
8676—J. C. Shaffer & Co. vs. Gd. Wn. ead Bo, et al. 
8693—N. A. Williams Co. vs. Pa. oo. et al. 


July 10—Bufalo, N. Y., Examiner McKenna: 
8019 — Frederick Meyer vs. Wabash R. R. Co. et al. 
8623—Beaver Co. vs. N. Y. C. Co. et al. 
\. & S. 839—Wallboard rating. 


. Co. et al. 
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July 10—Chicago, Ill. (Auditorium Hotel)—Chairman Meyer: 

8131—In the matter of rates on and classification of lumber 
and lumber products. 

8065—Anderson-Tully Co. et al. vs. 4 —E R. R. Co, et al 

onsen eee City Spoke Co. vs. L. & N R. Co. et al. 
& S. 70i—Built-up wood from Memphis, Tenn.: 

HE by Bir Fork and Hoe Co. et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. 
R. R. Co. et al. 

7739—Southern Lumber Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 


 - 10—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Pitt: 
‘ourth Section Application No. 10338. 
July 11—Atlantic City, N. J.—Examiner Marshall: 
s S. 774—Bituminous coal to Central Freight;Assn. terri- 
ory. 
7662—The Grand Rapids Assn. of Commerce et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor R. R. Co. et al. 
wee melons Toasted Corn Flake Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 
‘oOo. et a 
7089—The Jackson Chamber of Commerce vs. Ann Arbor 
R. R. Co. et al, 


bie aE ssc nage Creek Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. B. & 
es Se ae 
7667—The Jackson Chamber of Commerce vs. P. & L. E. 


R. R. Co. et al. 
be mae Creek Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Pa. Co. 
et al. 
7669—Cartercar Co. et al. vs. Grand Trunk Co. of Can. et al. 
7422—Cartercar Co. et al. vs. Kanawha & Mich. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 11—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Bissell: 
|. & S. 831—Furnishing cars at carriers’ convenience. 
1. & S. 811—Rice from California. 


ty bp Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 
i—Haeger Brick & Tile Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
8732—Price Iron and Steel Co. vs. Gd. T. Wn. Ry. Co. et al. 


a 11—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Thurtell: 
& S. 826—Brick from New oe a yh stations. 
7e01—Boston Brick Co. vs. B. & M. Co. et al. 
7786—Boston Brick Co. vs. B. & M. Hy E Co. et al. 


dul : 11—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Pitt: 
ourth Section Applications Nos. 10483 and 4966. 

July 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Worthington: 
8834—Kettle River Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
8791—National Pickle and Canning Co. vs. hee M. . Co. 
ee cae A. Sweet Provision Co. vs. St. L. I, M. y = Ry. 

o. et al. 

$818—Walter A. Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. Mallory S. S. Co. 
et al. 
€846—Hardy Salt Co. vs. St. L. M. & Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 12—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 
8 <' oe 9 ae Gypsum Co. vs. Culver & Port Clinton 
o. et al. 


R 
Jul 2—Michigan City, Ind.—Examiner Flynn: 
eee Brick from Michigan City, Ind. 


July 12—Worcester, Mass.—Examiner Mattingly: 
8685—Marriman, Hall & Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. 
8686—Queensbury Mills vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 

July 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gerry: 
$796—Prest-O-Lite Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. R. R. Co. et al. 
8811—Prest-O-Lite Co. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 


— 13—Atlantic City, N. J.: 
8725—Lake cargo coal rates. 
8598—Pittsburgh Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. Pa. Co, et al. 


July 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gerry: 
8448—Wallace Smith & Co. et al. vs. B. & M. R. R. Co. et al. 
8565—Big Sandy & Cumberland R. R. Co. 


July 13—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 
8787—Kimberly-Clark Co. vs. Am, Ex. Co. 
8790—Aigmund Berliner vs. C. Gt. Wn. R, "R. Co. et al. 


be 13—-Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Pugh: 
& S$. 813—Lumber from Oklahoma. 
ésaa—Tarkio Molasses Feed Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 


Jul ly 13—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Pitt: 
ourth Section Applications Nos. 458 and 10291. 

Portions of Fourth Section Application No. 3912 of the Ten- 
nessee Central R. R. Co. and H. B. Chamberlain and W. K. 
McAlister, receivers thereof. 

ray 13—Taunton, Miss.—Examiner Mattingly: 
* a Dye Works and Bleachery Co, vs. N. Y. N. H. 
et a 


7 arse Orleans, La.—Examiner Gibson: 
: & S. 832—Lumber ‘tun Louisiana stations: 


a $6samaes City, Mo.—Examiner Pugh: 
a783—Kansas City & Memphis Ry. Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. 


Jul ag Pa Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Bissell: 
Hulme & Hart vs. A. T. & 8S. F. Ry. Co, 
July 14—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Gartner: 


July 14—Bu‘alo, N. Y.—Examiner Thurtell: 

tate ‘Milling Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 
et a 
14—Chicago, Ill—Examiner ouren: 

‘ wift & Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 

$806—Independent Harvester Co. R, ‘CLésL Ry. Co. et al. 
* g849—Western Grain and Sugar Products Go. et al. vs. B. & 
O. R. R. Co. et al. 

July 14—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Flynn: 
8638—Federal Bridge Co. vs. A. T. & 8. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
8747—Jos. Schlitz Brewing Co. vs. A. A. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
$810—Lake Shore Stone Co, et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry, Co. 

July 14—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Mattingly: 
2¢96—international Purchasing Co, vs. B. & M. R. R. Co, 


et al. 
8788—American Glue Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. 
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July 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner 2 Se 
8718—Peirson Lathrop Grain Co. vs. C. & Q. R. R. Ca. 
8784—Morris & Co. vs. International & Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et al. 
8801—E. J. Heckle vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 14—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner McKenna: 
7701—Herb Bros. & Martin vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
8646—Garland Nut & Rivet Co. vs. P. & L. E. R. R. Co. et al. 
8678—J. T. & A. Hamilton vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

eo 15—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Gartner: 

8—Louisiana Lumber Co. vs. C. C. GC. & St. L. ok Co, 
— Chilled Plow Works et al. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. 
et a 
-_ 15—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Bissell: 
75—Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Ry. Co. et al. 
8795—F.. B. Russi & Co. vs. Ocean Shore R. R. Co. et al. 
8850—Guggenhime & Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Ry. Co. et al. 

July 15—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Worthington: 
8803—Neola Elevator Co. vs, C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
8809—Globe Lumber Co. vs. ‘Sibley, Lake Bistenau & Sou. Ry. 

et al. 


July 16—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner McKenna: 
8755—American Bridge Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. et al. 
$820—Grain and Hay Exchange of Pittsburgh vs. Pa. Co. et al. 


July 16—Chicago, I)l—Examiner Gartner: 
= Lumber Co. vs. Wisconsin No. Wn. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
8836—Wm. Adams et al. vs. A. B. & A. Ry. Co. et al 


July 17—Goldsboro, N, C.—Examiner Watkins: 
id SE sete at & Carolina S. S, Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. 
et a 


a ae 17—St. Joseph, Mo.—Examiner Lath eae 
Wilcox Mercantile Co. vs. Wabash R. R, Co. 


ie #.2 17—Sioux City, Ia.—Examiner Flynn: 
08—H. Friedman ys..C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
8861—Fred S. Martin vs. Sioux City Service Co. et al. 
8802—Tribune Co. et al. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 17—Baltimore, Md.—Examiner Gerry: 
398—P. Dougherty Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
8654—Crown Fork & Seal Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

July 17—Mobile, Ala.—Examiner Gibson: 
Dg Lucas E. Moore Stave Co. vs. Mobile & Ohio R. R. Co. 
et a 
8826—Lucas E. Moore Stave Co. vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al. 


<= 17—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Gartner: 
74—H. A. Hearon et al. vs. Ill. Cent, R. R. Co. 


July 17—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Pitt: 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 638 and 10626. 


July 18—Philadelphia, Pa. dy tar: Wh eee: 
8697—Scott Paper Co. vs. A. ae Co. et al. 
8721—Scott Paper Co. vs. P. R. a et al. 

8737—S. C. Woolman & Co. vs. E “R. R. et al. 
8699—S. C. Woolman & Co. vs. C. R. R. of N, J. et al. 


July 18—Topeka, Kan.—Examiner Worthington: 
8771— Western Star Mill Co. vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co. 


July 18—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Thurtell: 
329—Cadillac Lumber Exchange vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. etal. 


i? = 18—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Pugh: 
Inland Navigation Co. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. et al. 


July 19—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Bissell: 
789 — 89—Southern California Fuel Dealers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. T. 
& 8: F. Ry. Co. 
8175—Byron T. Rowan et al. vs. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
7369—Independent Ice, Feed & Fuel Co, et al. vs. S. P. LL A 
& S. L. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 19—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Flynn: 
7838—Omaha Alfalfa Milling Co. vs. poe Ere. R. R. Co, 
8670—McShane Lumber Co. vs. M. & O. Co. et al. 
8780—Omaha Grain Exchange vs. M. & oO Re "R. Co, et al. 
8831—A. Schall Co. et al. vs. B. & O. S. W. R. R. Co. et al. 


nly omamen. Md.—Examiner Gerry: 
833—Export grain storage charges. 
ti2d-—Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 
et a 
July 20—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Bissell: - 
7206—R. H. Herron Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
7597—Los Angeles Brewing Co. et al. vs, Sou. Pac, Co. 
July 20—Newport, Vt.—Examiner Mattingly: 
$325—C, S. Emery & Co. vs. B. & M. R. 
July 20—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Pugh: 
7409, Sub. No. 2—Cape Girardeau Portland Cement Co. vs. St. 
L. & 8S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 20—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Thurtell: 
8705—Swift & Co. vs. Ark. & Gulf R. R. Co, et al. 
8710—Northwestern Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. A. & St. L. 
R. R. Co. et al. 
July 20—Baltimore, Md.—Examiner Gerry: 
838—Baltimore Roofing & Asbestos Mfg. Co, vs. West Md. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
— 20—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Watkins: 
& S. No. 816—Fish from Virginia, 
Pidgrs S. Royster Guano Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. et al. 


y 20—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Flynn: 
Ny opeudertied s. Co. vs. © Gt. West. R. R. . et al, 
underland Bros. Co. vs. Cc. ed Ry. Co. et aL 
87356—Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. x "7, & 8. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
8760—Sunderland Bros. Co, ys. C. » W. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 20—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner ait 
@720—Graves- Vros Co, vs. Apalachicola No. R. R. Co. et al. 
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July 20—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Pitt: 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 3045, 1952, 458 and 8982. 


aor 21—Omaha, Neb. —Examiner ots 
16—M. C. Peters Mill <o. vs. & Q. et al. 
21—Chicago Ill.—Examiner Thurtell: 
““eo-—Chicaas Bridge and Iron Co, vs. Erie R. R. Co. et al. 


Jul tg! Angeles, Cal.—Examiner yo 
8717—E. M. Cope Commercial Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
8719—Randolph Fruit Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co et al. 


8822—Riverside Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 


July 22—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Hw at 
8 A. Rosenblum vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. Co. et al. 
8754—A. Rosenblum vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. z 2. Co. et al. 
8841—American Cyanamid Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 


22—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Phy ye a 
“rin Brittain Bros. et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 
Ju Fe tthe ape Ga.—Examiner ji 
1—Dougherty, McKey & Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. et al. 


Sele Slaten. Ill.—Examiner Thurtell: 
1—W. H. Barber Agency Co. vs. Kentwood & En. Ry. Co. 


et al. 
8805—Stephenson Charcoal Iron Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
— 24—Lincoln, Neb.—Examiner Flynn 


Abel & Roberts vs. M. P. Ry. Co. et al. 


sul 24—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Pugh: 
827—Lumber from Arkansas City, Ark. 
i. ra s. “sa7— Rive from Texas and Louisiana (No. 2). 


July 25—Macon, Ga.—Examiner Gibson: 
E. A. Waxelbaum & Bro. vs. Ocean S. S. Co. of Sav. 


et al. 
July 25—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Thurtell: 
Booth Fisheries Co. vs. Am. Ex. Co. et al. 
8848—Booth Fisheries Co. vs. Am. Ex. Co. et al. 
Ju eaten i Ga.—Examiner Gibson: 
4—American Sumatra Tobacco Co. vs. New York, New 
Haven & Hartford R. R. Co. et al 
ie — Oil Co. vs. Marianna & Blountstown R. R. 
‘o. et al. 
ae 26—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Worthington: 
oa Poultry and Egg Co. vs. St. L. & 8S. F. R. R. 
0. et a 
8756—Muskogee Produce Co. et al. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. 
Co. et al. 
ie 5 26—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Thurtell: 
Bgl of Trade of the City of Chicago vs. P. M. R. R. 
‘o. et al, 
July 27—Charleston, S. C.—Examiner Gibson: 
—Freight Adjustment Steering Committee vs. A. Cc. L. 
R. R. et al. 
July 27—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Thurtell: 
7—United States Gypsum % vs. B. R. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
7438—Niagara Gypsum -Co, vs. B. R. &'P. Ry. Co. et al. 
Ju “ 28—Houston, Tex. Pee Bissell: 
. & &. 810—Sulphur acid from New Orleans, La. 
July 25—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Bissell: 
8 ‘West Lumber Co. et al. vs. M, K. & T. Ry. Co. et al, 


October 20—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
In the matter of Bills of Lading (Docket No. 4844 and con- 
solidated cases). 








est of New Complaints | 





No. 7424, Sub. No. 1 and Sub. No. 2. Abel & Roberts et al. vs 
Mo, Pac. et al. 

Petition for rehearing or for a modification of the Commis- 
sion’s decision. 

No. 8952. ia Kansas Ege Shippers’ Assn., Topeka, Kan., vs. 
A. T. & 8S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

*- yaauet and unreasonable and unduly discriminatory rates 
on butter, eggs and dressed poultry, C. L., from ints in 
Kansas to destinations in Missouri, Iowa, Illinois, innesota, 
Oklahoma, Nebraska and Texas. Ask for cease and desist 
order and the establishment of maximum carload rates. 

‘No. 8953. Stewart Iron Co., Ltd., ase, Pa., vs. Pa. Co. et al. 

Unjust, unreasonable and unreasonab P4 discriminatory rates 
in connection with spotting and switching of cars at com- 

plainant’s plant at Sharon, Pa., growing out of the Com- 
x ; yp Ma the Industrial R Railway Case. Reparation 

. 8954. Swift & Co., Chicago, IIl., Erie R. R. Co. 

* Onjust and unreasonable chivede. “tor ear float service at 

, N. J., and thence by rail to its local stations in 
Jersey City, a rate of 8 cents being charged. Asks for the 
application of the lawfully publish rate of 3 cents per 100 
pounds, plus $3 pees car. Asks for reparation on that basis to 
the amount of $4,855.08. 
No. 8955. The eesmaente Club of Kansas City, Mo., et al. vs. 
- Ala., Tenn & Nor. et al. 

Excessive, trap t and unreasonable rates on imported low 

mets blackstra eens from New Orleans, Port Chal- 
, Gretna, Gouldsboro, Ames, BS Sean) 5 
fobile, Ala., to City, Mo., 

eg tia ag ooh en 1 i, d9i6, 
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(estimated weight per gallon 11.7 pounds) and not in excess 
of the rates contemporaneously in effect by more than 2 cents 
per 100 pounds and reparation. 

No. 8956. Valley Smokeless Coal Co., Ideal Coal Co., and the 
Sunnyside Coal Co., Johnstown, Pa., vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

Against charges ‘for spotting cars for loading or unloading 
on complainant’s traffic while other mines in the Clearfield 
rate group of the Pennsylvania R. R. and in the Meyerdale 
rate group of the Baltimore & Ohio R. R. take a flat rate 
which, in effect, covers this spotting and Poon path My Asks 
for reparation on all interstate shipments of coal from points 
on the line of the Johnstown & Stony Creek R. R. and for 
the establishment of the flat Clearfield group rates or such 
other maximum rates as the Commission may deem just and 
reasonable. 

a Wm. J. Moxley, Chicago, Ill., vs. the Wabash Ry. Co. 
et al. 

Against the L. C. L. rates on butterine and oleomargarine 
in Official Classification territory as unjust and unreasonable; 
also against the failure to maintain C. L. ratings on these 
commodities within Official Classification territory. Asks for 
the establishment of C. L. rates, with a minimum of not less 
than 20,000 pounds, or for the establishment of C. L. and 
L. C. L. rates, which shall not exceed third class rates, > 
a minimum of 15,000 povnds, and in any quantity, or-L. C. 
rate not to exceed Rule 25. 

ne. 2S Nye-Schneider-Fowler Co., Fremont, Neb., vs. C. & 

Ry. Co. et al. 

ares class B rate of 19% cents per 100 pounds on ship- 
ments of corn from Lawton, Iowa, to Kansas City, as unjust 
— unreasonable. Ask for cease and desist order and repara- 

on. 

No. 8959. Portland Traffic and Transportation Assn. and Mitch- 
ell, Lewis & Staver Co., Spokane, Wash., vs. C. R. Il. & P. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of $1.74 per 100 pounds on C. L. shipments 
of sleighs with runners, poles and shafts from Kalamazoo, 
Mich., to Spokane, as unjust and unreasonable to the amount 
that it exceeds a rate of $1.672 which they ask to have es- 
tablished for the future, and reparation. 

No. 8960. Otis Elevator Co., New York City, vs. New York 
Central R. R. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates on shipments of iron ele- 
vator guides, bolts and fish pl lates from Buffalo, N. Y., to 
Denver, Colo. Asks for the establishment of just and reason- 
able rates and reparation. 

Ne. 8961. Kansas Buff Brick Co., Buffville, Kan., vs. M. K. & 

Ry. Co, et al. 

F Ontast and unreasonable rates on C. L. shipments of brick 
from Chanute, Kan., to Sedalia, Mo., rebilled to Jefferson 
City, Mo. Asks for the establishment of maxima rates and 
reparation. 

No. 8962. Geo. E. Markley & Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. Cincin- 
nati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Ry. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable refrigeration charges on shipments 
of peaches in crates from Sale Creek, Tenn., to Cincinnati, 
a to Dayton. Cease and desist order and reparation 
asked for. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


June 22, in I. and S. No. 790, the Commission further sus- 
pended from Tome. 29 until December 29 a in the following 
tariffs: B. R. & P. Sup. 6 to I. C. C. 6862; D. LL. & W.1.C. C. 
13163, 13169, 13172; "N. ¥. C. Sup. 1 hi Il. cc. 2530, Sup. 3 to 
I. C.'C. 4262, Sup. Me tg PF ey , I. C. C. 4417, 4418, 4419, 
4420, 4421, 4422 4423; Pa. R. R. Sup. "3 tol c. c.’G. O. 6109, 
Sup. 7 tol. C. C. G.'O. 6173, Sup. 23 to I. C. S. G. reg * Sup. 
5 to I. C. C. G. O. 6296, Sup. 7 to L. C. C. G. 
Lc. a. Pi O. 6328, Sup. 14 to L ie & G. O CesT 
3 O. 6346, Sup. 24 to I. C. 
Cc. 6391, ae. 1tolL ¢. CG. O. eri” Sup. 1to lk Cc. 
aye | +7 ee 1 to I, C. C. G. O. 7008, Sup. 1 to I. C. C. G. %. 7037, 

71 & R. Sup. 3 to Ll. C. C. 35053, Sup 2 to I. C. C. 
5384, 35738, ‘Sup. 12 to I. C. C. J5054, ae 13 to a. Cc. C. J5054, 
Sup. 8 to L. Cc. C. J6347, Sup. 4 to I. C. J ; West Shore 
Sup. 3 to lL. C. C. 656, Sup. I te-2. Ce, 816, I. ray "C. 1548, 1549, 
1800, 1551, 1552, 1553, 1554. The suspended items increase rates 
on plaster and plaster products from Garbutt and Oakfield, 
N. Y., Chester, _ and other points to New England destina- 
tions. They were originally suspended from March 1 and subse- 
quent dates to June 29. 

June 24, in I. and S. No. 871, the Commission suspended from 
June 28 until October 26 items in Supplements Ri 2 and 3 
to New York, New Haven & Hartford I. C. C. X15. The 
suspended items contain a proposed rule for the pe Fe of 
additional demurrage charges on cars held in transit or on stor- 
age tracks at destination. The proposed rule reads as follows: 
“When cars are held in transit at points short of destination, 
or on —- tracks at destination, because of failure of con- 
signees to unload within the free time cars that have been 
placed on public delivery tracks, private sidings or industrial 
interchange tracks, and notice thereof is sent or given to con- 
signee, the charges shown in this tari¥ and local freight tariff 
covering ee ST demurrage charges for detention of equip- 
ment (I. C. C. F1835) will apply to all cars so held and no addi- 
tional free time will be allowed after final placement.” 

June 28, in I. and S. No. 874, the Commission suspended from 
June 29 until October 27 items in Leland’s I. C. C. No. 1140. 
They increase C. L, rates on oils, viz., cottonseed (osuting). 

rd, neatsfoot, oleo and tallow, in packages, or in tank cars, 


present rate, ity is 17 cents and 
the prepecte rate is 25 cents per 100 pounds. 
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Miscellaneous Traffic Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests Oe Re een Wet Deke te) by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 

a o 

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION. declared value thereof——Enderstein vs. Atchison, T. & 8S. 
Agency: F. Ry. Co., 157 Pac. Rep. 670. 


(Sup. Ct. of New Mexico.) Where the appellate alleges 
that an interstate shipment was made by her agent, she 
is not in a position to question the authority of the agent 
to place upon the same a released valuation, limiting’ the 
liability of the carrier.—Enderstein vs. Atchison, T. & 
S. F. Ry. Co., 157 Pacific Rep. 670. 

Supersessional Action: 

(Kansas City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) The Interstate Com- 
merce act (act Feb. 4, 1887, c. 104,.24 Stat. 379), and the 
decisions thereon by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in all interstate commerce shipments have super- 
seded state laws and the decisions of the different states. 
—Banaka vs. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 7. 
Rates: 

(Sup. Ct. of New Mexico.) A shipper of an interstate 
shipment is conclusively presumed to know the shipping 
rate according to the printed and posted tariffs filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and that rate auto- 
matically attaches to each shipment according to the 





INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
Order: 

(Kansas City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) Where a railroad, 
carrying household goods, lost them, and the shipper sued 
therefor before an order of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission was made, such order does not affect the case.— 
Banaka vs. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 7. 

In an action against a carrier for loss of a shipment 
of household goods, where no question as to an order 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission was raised in 
the pleadings or evidence in the trial court, such order 
can have no consideration in the Court of Appeals, when 
brought up for the first time since the submission of the 
cause in such court.—lId. 

The Court of Appeals cannot take judicial notice of an 
order of the Interstate Commerce Commission, though 
published in the reports of such Commission, and, when 
applicable, it should be put in evidence.—Id. 


Ss 
Loss and Damage Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests Seale or ogg Py oat or Rtadine Ca) by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
a 


TRANSPORTATION AND DELIVERY BY CARRIER. 
Conversion: 

(Sup. Ct. of Minnesota.) Action for the alleged con- 
version by defendant of a consignment of goods shipped 
by plaintiff over defendant’s railroad from a point in 
Minnesota to a point in Montana. After the goods ar- 
rived at destination they were seized under a writ of 
replevin issued in an action brought in Montana against 
plaintiff. Defendant promptly notified plaintiff of these 
proceedings. It is held: It is a good defense to this 
action if defendant proved that the legal process under 
which the property was seized was regular and valid upon 
its face-—Burkee vs. Great Northern Ry. Co., 157 N. W. 
hep. 41. 

The goods seized in this case, though in the actual 
possession of the carrier, were under the control of the 
defendant in the replevin action, so that he might have 
delivered possession to plaintiff had he so desired. The 
process was therefore valid on its face, and the carrier is 
protected.—Id. 

Judicial Process: 

(Sup. Ct. of Minnesota.). The process was not invalid 
on the ground that the seizure was an interference with 
interstate commerce.—Burkee vs. Great l‘orthern Ry. Co., 
158 N. W. Rep. 41. 

Replevin: 
(Sup. Ct. of Minnesota.) Replevin will lie though the 





property sought to be recovered is not in the actual pos- 
session of the defendant, if it is under his control in the 
hands of another so that he may deliver possession of it 
if he so desires.—Burkee vs. Great Northern Ry. Co., 158 
N. W. Rep. 41. 


LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS. 
Agency: 

(Kansas City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) In an assignee’s action 
for damages for failure to deliver an interstate shipment 
of bran, the bill of lading for which was issued to shipper 
to notify arrival, the fact that a grain company on whose. 
request the bran was delivered to a lumber company had 
bought grain from plaintiff and had taken delivery without 
payment, in view of the fact that the shipments it had 
taken were not accompanied by bills of lading and did 
not require delivery on the shipper’s order and delivery 
of the bill of lading, did not show the grain company’s 
authority from plaintiff to make the request.—Kemper 
Mill Co. vs. Mo. Pae. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 9. 

In such case, the fact that the plaintiff raade an at- 
tempt to collect from the grain company for its wrongful 
act in ordering a misdelivery to a.lumber company did 
not absolve the carrier from its obligation, on the theory 
of ratification, as if one orders another to commit a 
wrong against a third party, each is liable, and an un- 
successful effort to hold one would not relieve the other. 
—lId. 
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Carmack Amendment: 

(Kan. City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) Under the Carmack amend- 
ment to the Hepburn act (act June 29, 1906, c. 3591, 7 
pars. 11, 12, 34 Stat. 5:5 (U. S. Comp. St. 1913, 8592)), 
requiring any common carrier receiving property for in- 
terstate transportation to issue a receipt or bill of lading 
therefor, and making it liable to the holder for any loss 
or injury to such property caused by it or by any carrier 
to which such property may be delivered, or over whose 
line it may pass, the liability of the carrier upon an 
interstate shipment is not limited to a loss or injury in 
transit, but extends to a misdelivery.—Kemper Mill Co. 
vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 8. 

In an action against the initial carrier of an interstate 
shipment, liable under the Carmack amendment to the 
Hepburn act to the legal holder of the bill of lading for 
loss, etc., of the property, a bill of lading, providing that 
claims for loss, damages, etc., should be made in writing 
to the carrier at the point of delivery or origin within 
four months after delivery, etc., required such notice, 
even in case of a wilful misdelivery by the final con- 
necting carrier.—Id. 

Conversion: 

(Sup. Ct. of Vermont, Brattleboro.) A “conversion” 
consists in appropriating another’s property to one’s own 
use, or its destruction, or in exercising dominion over 
it in exclusion or defiance of that other’s rights, or in 
withholding the possession from him under a claim in- 
consistent with his rights—Manley Bros. vs. Boston & 
M. R. R. et al. 

When a common carrier receives property for trans- 
portation, its mere nonfeasance, as the loss of the prop- 
erty through its negligence, or its failure to transport 
or deliver within a reasonable time, does not render it 
liable in trover.—Id. 

Where goods were received by a common carrier, and 
part thereof not delivered by it, no formal demand there- 
for being made on it, although the consignees gave it 
notice of the shortage and made claim for damages, the 
carrier was not liable in trover.—Id. 

Evidence: 

(Sup. Ct. of Vermont, Brattleboro.) In an action against 
a carrier for loss of goods, depositions by packer and 
shipping clerk of consignor that they packed and shipped 
the goods covered by a packing slip and bill of lading, 
respectively, were admissible, where these papers were 


used as exhibits below and weer identified as having been 


used by deponent by the writing thereon of the word 
“Pxhibit,” followed by the initials in his own handwriting 
of the magistrate before whom the depositions were 
etaken.—Manley Bros. vs. Boston & M. R. R. et al. 97 
Atlantic Rep. 674. 

Where, in a suit against a carrier for loss of goods, the 
packer of consignor testified as to packing the goods, not 
from recollection of the matters testified to, but relying 
wholly on a packing siip shown him and the usual course 
of business, the fact that he had packed all such goods 
shipped by consignor for three years, including the time 
of the shipment, afforded sufficient basis for his testimony. 
—Id. 

Limitation of Liability: 

(Sup. Ct. of Michigan.) Generally a carrier may not 
exempt himself wholly from liability for his negligence, 
but can limit his liability only by stipulations in them- 
selves just and reasonable-—George W. Lardie & Son 
vs. Manistee & N. E. R. Co., 158 N. W. Rep. 31. 

Where plaintiff, not wishing to wait for refrigerator 
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car, accepted a tox car in which to ship potatoes, ex- 
pressly assuming by indorsement on shipping order the 
risk of freezing, he could not recover damages for freez- 
ing in action for breach of contract of carriage, there 
being no evidence that damage was caused by delay, 
notwithstanding How. Ann. St. 6761, permitting a carrier 
to insert in the bill of lading only such conditions as 
do not impair his obligation to exercise the “degree of 
care in the transportation and safekeeping of the goods 
intrusted to him which a reasonably careful man would 
exercise in regard to similar goods of his own.”’—Id. 

(Sup. Ct. of New Mexico.) A limitation of liability of 
an interstate carrier, based upon the declared value of 
a shipment, is not a contract exempting .he carrier from 
its own negligence.—Enderstein vs. Atchison, T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co., 157 Pacific Rep. 670. 

Notice of Claim: 

(Kan. City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) Where a shipment of 
goods is interstate, the stipulation of the bill of lading 
that any claim for loss or damage shall be made within 
four months after delivery to the carrier, and, in case 
of failure to deliver to the consignee, within four months 
after reasonable time for delivery elapses, is valid.— 
Banaka vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 7. 

(Kan. City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) A provision of the bill 
of lading issued upon an interstate shipment of goods 
that claims for damage must be made in writing to the 
carrier at the point of delivery or of origin, within four 
months after the delivery of the property, or, on failure 
to delivér them within four months after a reasonabie 
time for delivery had elapsed, was valid—Kemper Mills 
Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 9. 

Notice of Claim—Waiver: 

(Kan. City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) A railroad, the carrier 
of freight, by accepting and receiving a shipper’s claim 
for loss of the shipment after the four months for making 
claim stipulated in the written bill of lading has elapsed, 
and by declining to pay on other grounds than want of 
notice, cannot waive the requirement of notice in four 
months, since such proceeding would violate the federal 
interstate commerce act, forbidding all devices by which 
discrimination between shippers may be accomplished.— 
Banaka vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., 186 S. W. Rep. 7. 

(Kan. City Ct. of Apps., Mo.) Such provision could not 
be waived.—Kemper Mills Co: vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co., 186 
S. W. Rep. 9. 

Parties: 

(Sup. Ct. of Vermont, Brattleboro.) In an action against 
a common carrier and a dray company for loss of goods 
claiming one or the other liable, a verdict against the 
carrier alone was, in legal effect, one in favor of the dray 
company.—Manley Bros. vs. Boston & M. R. R. et al., 97 
Atlantic Rep. 674. 


ACCIDENT BULLETIN. 

The Commission June 28 issued its Accident Bulletin 
No. 57, covering July, August and September, 1915. The 
number of persons killed in train accidents in that quar- 
ter was 127 and the number injured 1,807; the total num- 
ber of persons killed in all classes of accidents was 2,531 
and the number injured, 43,518. This includes 2,286 
persons killed and 12,935 persons injured, as the result 
of accidents sustained by employes while at work, by 
passengers getting off and on cars, by persons at high- 
way crossings, by persons doing business at stations, as 
well as by trespassers, and also 118 persons killed and 
28,746 persons injured in casualties reported as non-train 
accidents. 
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July 1, 1916 
Legal Department 


Conducted by 


CHARLES CONRADIS 
General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau 


we answer simple questions relating to the law 
c : tion of freight. Readers desiring special 

service by immediate answer may obtain privately written answers 

to their inquiries by the 

plained. Address 

Colorado Building, 


Delay Through Unavoidable Cause. 


New York.—Question: “Can you advise us, through 
the columns of The Traffic World, whether we have any 
redress against carriers for delay on carload shipment com- 
ing to New York from any point in the South, the delay 
being caused by the congestion at New York? Shipment 
was properly made and traced vigorously by. ourselves 
after a reasonable time for arrival had elapsed. We then 
notified carriers that unless car was received within a 
specified time, we would be compelled to purchase other 
goods in the market,-and would then hold them for advance 
in price of other goods. Notwithstanding this notice car 
was still held in the South and we were compelled to 
purchase other goods at an advance in price. Under the 
unprecedented congestion now prevailing, is there any 
law whereby we can hold the carriers for the advance in 
price over the amount of our original purchase? Carriers 
claim they are not’ liable.” 


Answer: It is the duty of a common cafrier to accept 
and carry the goods of all persons who may apply for 
such carriage, provided the goods be of the kind which 
it professes to carry, and the same can be safely trans- 
ported to the desired destination point. The carriage 
must be completed within a reasonable time. But there 
are certain causes which are‘ beyond a carrier’s control 
and which may excuse him from the fulfillment of his 
common law obligations to the public. All that can be 
required of the carrier is that he shall exercise due care 
and diligence to guard against delay, and that if it occurs 
without his fault or negligence, he shall omit no reason- 
able efforts to secure the safety of the goods. 


While a carrier may expressly contract to carry goods 
within a given time, and would be liable if he negligently 
delayed them beyond that time, yet it may be stated 
as a well-settled rule of law that special damages can 
be recovered from the carrier when the transportation 
has been delayed, only where it is shown that the ship- 
per informed the carrier, at the time the contract was 
made, of the special circumstances requiring expedition 
in the shipment. And, although the carrier may have 
been notified of such special circumstances in time to 
have prevented a delay, if such notice was given after 
the contract of transportation had been entered upon, or 
the transportation commenced, it would not operate to 
modify the contract or subject the carrier to liability 
for special damages arising from a subsequent delay. 


One of the causes beyond a carrier’s. contract, and 
which may excuse him from the fulfillment of his com- 
mon law obligation, is such congestion of business as 
would make it impossible for him to carry all the freight 
that is offered to him. In such instances, the carrier 
issues an embargo, which is a notice refusing to receive 
or carry certain kinds of freight on his line, or between 
certain points. This cause, it would seem, delayed your 
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shipment en route, and is a sufficient excuse for the 
carrier’s failure to deliver within an earlier period. 
* * * 
Consequential Damages Not Recoverable. 


Michigan.—Question: “A car of coal was shipped to 
us at Detroit and upon arrival was reconsigned to one 
of our customers. After some time our customer claimed 
non-delivery of the car. We endeavored to find out what 
became of it and were advised that the car was wrecked, 
but no reference was made as to the disposition of its 
contents and it was not until two months and four days 
afterward that the raiiroad company was able to tell us 
that the contents of the car were transferred. Before 
shipment could be duplicated it was necessary for us to 
wagon a considerable amount of coal .to our customer. 
It being public utility, delivery price in their bins was 
contracted for and the additional cartage to be borne 
by this firm because of the extreme delay in the switch- 
ing of the car. We believe that the carriers were re- 
sponsible for the additonal expense that we were put to. 
The legal department of the railroad, however, contends 
that they are not responsible for drayage excepting where 
shipments were misrouted. Will you please advise what 
action is necessary to take in order to collect the wagon- 
ing expense?” 

Answer: The Interstate Commerce Commission’ has 
ruled (see rule 383, Conference Rulings Bulletin 6) that 
where a carrier has wrongfully sent a shipment to a 
destination other than that designated in the routing in- 
structions, that the carrier at fault is responsible for 
the storage and drayage charges resulting from the mis- 
routing. 

In the shipment in question the damage results by rea- 
son of a loss or injury through the negligence of the 
carrier, and over such claims the Interstate Commerce 
Commission has no jurisdiction, and has made no rulings 
applicable thereto. Recovery for such claims is through 
the courts and not the Commission. The courts hold 
that where goods are injured under such circumstances 
as to render the common carrier liable, the owner may 
recover the difference between the value of the goods 
in their damaged state and what would have been. their 
value at destination if delivered in good order, with in- 
terest, and such incidental damages as might have been 
expected to be within the contemplation of the parties 
when the contract of carriage was entered into as the 
probable result of a breach of it. At the time of entering 
into the contract in question, it cannot be said, as a 
rule of law, that the shipper and carrier knew and con-. 
templated that if an injury occurred to the shipment, the 
consignee would purchase other coal and cart the same 
to the place of business of the purchaser, and such, there- 
fore, being purely consequential or remote damages, the 
carrier would not be liable for the same, 

* * * 


Value at Time and Place of Shipment. 

ilinois.—Question: “Section 3 of uniform bill of lading 
reads: “The amount of any loss or damage for which 
any carrier is liable shall be computed on the basis of the 
value of the property at the place and time of shipment 
under this bill of lading, including the freight charges, if 
paid. In the past few months paper has advanced con- 
siderably in price, but there are certain customers who 
are covered, by year:y contracts; therefore, the situation 
is that a carload of paper shipped on a contract (made 
before prices advanced) is invoiced at about $1 per hun- 
dred less than the actual market price at point of ship- 











ment. This carload (shipped under contract) becomes 
damaged in transit, it will cost us- $1 per hundred more 
than the invoice price to replace the damaged portion. 
Under these circumstances can we collect on the basis 
of the market price? In other words, that part of the 
clause above quoted ‘value of the property’ may refer 
to either the invoice value of the particular car in ques- 
tion or to the general market value of the product in 
question. In your opinion, can we contend on the latter 
basis?” 

Answer: In accordance with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission ruling, as shown in rule 387, Conference 
Rulings Bulletin 6, the general market value of the ship- 
ment, not its invoice price, at the place and time of 
shipment, would be the actual value of the lost or dam- 
aged property. This rule reads as follows: 

“At the time the particular shipment, lost in transit, 
was made the market price of a commodity had advanced 
beyond the price fixed in a contract previously entered 
into, under which a large quantity had been purchased 
for future delivery. A construction of the cause being 
requested, it is the view of the Commission that the 
provision in the bill of lading contained in the parenthe- 
ses above quoted does not apply to a shipment made 
several weeks later than the contract of sale.” 

In addition, there is now some question whether the 
carrier can legally enforce, under the Cummins amend- 
ment, a stipulation fixing the value of the property at 
the place and time of shipment. See our answer to 
“Ohio,” published on page 1303 of the June 17, 1916; issue 
of The Traffic World. 


* * * 


Contradictory Instructions Regarding Rate and Route. 

Louisiana.—Question: “With reference to Conference 
Ruling 474 (c): A shipment is presented to the bill of 
lading line, routing Illinois Central, C., M. & St. P. 
There was no through rate published, and the lowest 
combination would govern. The rate via this route was 
29.7 cents, but there was, at the time, a rate of 26% 
cents, to be figured via the bill of lading line with the 
I. C.-C. & E. I. and C., M. & St. P. Rys. A rate of 26 
cents was inserted in the bill of lading with the first 
routing given, but there was not, at the time of ship- 
ment, a 26-cent rate in effect, 264% cents being the best 
basis obtainable with the routing shown in connection 


with the C. & E. I. R. R. Was the agent obligated to - 


call attention, in this instance, to the shipper to 
the fact there was no 26-cent rate in effect via any 
route and that the bil: of lading route called for 29.7 
cents, but that there was a combination, which could pro- 
tect the 26%-cent rate by using the carrier intermediate 
between the Illinois Central and the C., M. & St. P. 
Ry. In other words, if he executed the bill of lading 
route, but neglected to call attention to the erroneous 
rate inserted, even though it was not a lawful rate, could 
the carrier be held for a case of misrouting?” 


Answer: It is our opinion that the initial carrier is 
responsible for any damages that resulted by reason of 
its agent failing to call the shipper’s attention to the 
contradiction between the rate and route instructions in 
the bill of lading. The express purpose of rule 474 (c) 
is to impose upon the carrier’s agent the duty of guard- 
ing against the execution of impossible or unlawful pro- 
visions in the bill of lading and to give the shipper an 
opportunity to exercise the legal right of shipping via 
the route carrying the lowest rate. The language of the 
rule is “when the rate given does not apply via the route 
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designated, it is the duty of the carrier’s agent to ascer- 
tain from the shipper whether the rate or the-route given 
in the shipping instructions shall be followed.” As the 
26-cent rate given did not apply via the specified routing, 
such contradiction existed as was impossible of execution 
by the carrier, even though there was no 26-cent rate 
legally in effect, and it was the duty of the carrier’s agent 
to inquire from the shipper regarding the particular in- 
structions that should be followed. 

Failure of Supplement to Cancel Rate in Prior Tariff. 

In our answer to question from “Illinois,” published un- 
der the foregoing title on page 1350 of the June 24, 1916, 
issue of The Traffic World, we express the opinion that, 
Supplement No. 4 having failed to cancel the 10c rate, can- 
celed in prior supplements Nos. 1, 2 and 3, therefore the 
10c rate, and not the 12c rate, was the one legally in effect 
on the commodity in question. 

Our attention has been called to the fact that while Sup- 
plement No. 4 does not legally comply with the Commis- 
sion’s rules, and that the carrier is subject to a con- 
tinuing penalty for its dereliction, yet under rule 344, Con- 
ference Rulings, Bulletin 6, since the 10c rate was once 
lawfully canceled by Supplements 1, 2 an 3, therefore it 
could not be reinstated as a reissued item, and failure of 
Supplement No. 4 to cancel the 10¢ rate would not have 
the legal effect of restoring the same. As was stated in 
our answer to Illinois, “the law and the requirements of 
the Commission provide a method by which existing rates 
may be canceled and other rates put into effect, and these 
requirements must be fulfilled in order to give legal ef- 
fect to a new rate intended to take the place of an exist- 
ing one.” 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


The Commission has issued a supplemental order in 
No. 2713, Michigan Hardwood Mfrs.’ Assn. et al. vs. Trans. 
Cont. Frt. Bureau et al., granting reparation amounting 
to $1,703.08, with interest from various dates in 1911, 1910 
and 1912. 

The Minn. & Ont. Power Co. has been allowed to inter- 
vene in case 8802, Tribune Co. et al. vs. Gt. Nor. et al. 

The Pierce Oil Corporation has been allowed to amend 
its complaint vs. the M., K. & T. et al., Docket No. 8688. 

The Shreveport Chamber of Commerce has been allowed 
to intervene in case 8920, Natchez Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Ark., La. & Gulf et al. 

The Ohio & Pa. Coal Co. has been allowed to intervene 
in case 8725, Pittsburgh Coal Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 

The P. Dougherty Co. has amended its complaint against 
the B. & O. et al. filed under Docket No. 8298. 

Complainant’s petition for rehearing in case 7306, Amer- 


ican Cement Plaster Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., denied. 


The second paragraph of order dated May 16, 1916, in 
cases 6750, Natl. Petroleum Assn. vs. Santa Fe et al., 
6750, Sub-No. 1, Central Commercial Co. vs. Same; 6297, 
Milliken Refining Co. vs. M., K. & T. et al.; 7142, Cudahy 
Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., and 7347, Natl. Enameling 
& Stamping Co. vs. Same, has been amended to read as 
follows: “It is ordered, That the above-named defendants 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to refund said over- 
charges with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent 
per annum from the dates of payment, to the persons 
properly entitled thereto and to waive collection of said 
undercharges on shipment of petroleum tailings in car- 
loads forwarded from and to the points involved in these 
proceedings without the submission of claim statements 
to the Commission.” 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New Devices, Suggestions and Methods for Increasing Efficiency in Freight Handling and Other 
Branches of Traffic Work. Contributions Are Welcomed. THE TRAFFIC WORLD Will Be 


Pleased to Answer Inquiries 


HOW TO PREVENT EMBARGOES 


F. B. Montgomery, chairman of the committee on’ car 
demurrage and storage of the National Industrial Traffic 
League, has_sent the following to members of the league: 

“The New Haven Railroad has issued and distributed a 
circular to various shippers and receivers of freight as 
well as commercial organizations in New England under 
the caption ‘How to Prevent Bmbargoes’ (The Traffic 
World, June 3, 1916, p. 1202), which contains suggestions 
outlining how congested conditions can be avoided, thus 
eliminating causes for embargoes. 

“These suggestions might well be brought to the atten- 
tion of every shipper and receiver of freight throughout 
the country. For the benefit of members of the league, the 
committee on car demurrage and storage begs to invite 
your attention to the suggestions in question, some of 
which have been slightly modified. 


“1, Ship at an average rate, only as rapidly as unload- 
ing is assured. 


“9. If there is any failure on the part of the railroad 
representatives to advise you promptly of the receipt and 
placement of your freight or to co-operate with you, bring 
this to the attention of the officers of that company; if 
there is continued failure on the part of any carrier to co- 
operate with the shipper to relieve congested conditions, 
please bring it to the attention of the secretary of the 
National Industrial Traffic League. 


“3. The capacity of carriers, railroad freight stations 
and warehouses, especially in the larger centers, is limited 
and such facilities should not be used for storage purposes. 
To avoid accumulation in freight houses consignee should 
arrange for prompt removal of his freight. 

“4. Load and unload every car promptly, the day it is 
placed, if possible. 


“5. Endeavor to get all cars on any certain track load- 
ed or unloaded each day, so that the track may be cleared 
and respotted as a whole. This is of great importance 
where tracks are used for switching movements, and main 


tracks required for important and fast trains. 


“6. Get in your supply of coal for next winter during 
the season of favorable weather, commencing immediately, 
ordering shipments forward moderately and at a regular 
rate. It was the overbuying of coal in large quantities 
last fall that started the serious congestion in New Eng- 
land during the past winter, and this reacted on the car 
supply generally. 


“7, Improve your existing facilities where possible for 
unloading, handling and storing freight, requesting the co- 
operation or the operating and engineering officers of the 
railway on which you rely for service. 

“8. Use your influence with- all other shippers and con- 
signees in your neighborhood in order that the delin- 
quency of one may not penalize the many. 





Concerning Any Device or Method Mentioned in This Department 


“While it may seem to be impractical for some shippers: 
to follow out the suggestions contained in article 6, we. 
believe material improvement could be brought about by: 
all shippers anticipating the approach of winter and bad 
weather with the consequent depreciation in transportation: 
services by accumulating a surplus supply of coal so that 
the balance of their demands might move with reasonable: 
despatch, ‘ 


“Special attention is invited to the suggestions contained 
in article No. 7. In many instances the facilities of ship- 


. pers can be greatly improved, thus expediting the loading” 


and unloading of cars. Suggestion No. 8 is worthy of care- 
ful consideration.” c 


NEW RATE ECONOMY SERVICE 


In line with the present tendency to economize time,’ 
handling and equipment in the forwarding of freight,- 
comes a so-called “eastern distribution service,” recently: 
established by the Hoboken Shore Road. 


By means of this new service a shipper anywhere in 
the West may assemble his less-than-carlot freight in 


carlots, ship it over the New York Central (except be- 
tween Chatham and Mt. Vernon and Nepperhan, N. Y.),: 
West Shore Railroad, Pennsylvania Railroad, D., L. & w. 
Railroad, Erie Railroad, Lehigh Valley Railroad, Central 
Railroad of New Jersey, Baltimore & Ohio Railroad or 
N. Y., O. & W. Railroad, in care of the Hoboken Shore. 
Road, and have it distributed in less-than-carlot packages 
to points of destination in Maine, Vermont, Massachu-. 
setts, New York and eastern Pennsylvania. 

The advantage of this service to shippers is that it 
obtains for them a carlot rate or the long haul; it avoids. 
such damage to less-than-carlot freight as occurs by rea- 
son of constant transferring; it gets better time for the 
shipment, owing to fast carlot travel and to rapid han- 
dling of the transfer in Hoboken. 


Speed in the terminal transfer of distribution freight 
is obtained by the Hoboken Shore Road in the following 
manner: The unloading of incoming ¢arlots and the 
loading of outgoing less-than-carlot freight is a simulta- 
neous operation carried on from parallel tracks. In most 
instances the freight never touches the ground in Hoboken 


All incoming cars are met by agents from the terminal 

line, as the cars arrive in the trunk line yards. These 

agents follow the cars until they arrive on the terminal 

company’s tracks. As soon as the freight transfer takes _ 
place, the outgoing cars are dispatched. Ample switching 

facilities avoid congestion or delay. 


The Hoboken Shore Road makes no charge to the ship- 
per for any of this service. The handling of the through’ 
car over any of the trunk lines with which the Hoboken 
Shore Road is affiliated comes under the regular import 
and export service which the terminal company has been 
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giving shippers for some time. The new eastern distribu- 
tion service has been added largely as a convenience to 
shippers. 


RAILWAY STATISTICS FOR 1915 


The fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, was not so good 
for the railroads of the country as was its immediate 
predecessor. That is true notwithstanding that in the 
northeastern part of the country a five per cent advance 
in all rates except those on coal and other heavy com- 
modities and those applying via the lake-and-rail lines 
became effective about the beginning the present calendar 
year. Every railroad north of the Ohio and Potomac and 
east of the Mississippi rivers got the benefit of that 
advance. 

These facts are shown by the publication of an abstract 
of the statistics of steam railways by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, June 24. It covers the figures for 
all classes of roads. Monthly summaries of statistics 
cover the result of the operations of only the class I roads, 
having operating revenues of $1,000,000 or more per 
annum. ~The roads embraced in the abstract have a 
mileage of 257,569.32. They have a total of all kinds of 
tracks of 391,141.51. 

In that twelvemonth from July 1, 1914, to June 30, 1915, 
the increase in the length of lines of the various systems 
was the smallest ever known. It amounted to only 
1,022.22 miles; enough, it is true, to build a road as 
straight as the Pennsylvani’s tracks from New York to a 
a point a little more than 100 miles west of Chicago. 
In comparison with what has been done in other years, 
hhowever, that is an exceptionally small addition to the 
transportation facilities of a growing country such as the 
United States. The total increase in mileage amounted 
to 3,933.20. Of that sum 1,625.09 miles were of yard 
track and sidings. The difference between the yard and 
main track mileage represents the additions to second, 
third and fourth main tracks. They are not counted as 
additions to the “miles of line.” 

There were 65,099 locomotives in service, all but 264 
being of steam type. The total number of cars in use 
was 2,507,977, assigned as follows: Passenger service, 
55,705; freight, 2,356,338; company service, 95,934. These 
do not include the so-called private cars of commercial 
firms or corporation, of which there are probably 250,000, 
if not more. 


These freight cars have an aggregate carrying capacity 
of 92,225,541 tons. Box cars have a capacity of 36,978,- 
004; coal cars an aggregate of 41,287,823 tons, and re- 
frigerator cars owned by the railroads, only 1,681,212. 
The railroads own only 52,299 cars in which the perish- 
able food of the country is carried. They own only 9,512 
of the tank cars in which oil, vinegar, pickles, sauer- 
kraut and molasses are transported. 


The roads of the first and second class, the latter being 
those having more than $100,000 and not more than 
$1,000,000 of annual operating revenues, reported 1,409,342 
employes, to whom they paid $1,164,844,430 in wages, or 
an average a little in excess of $826 per capita. In 1915 
a new set of rules for the classification of railroad em- 
ployes went into effect, so it is not possibile to make 
comparison by classes. 


On the last day of the last fiscal year tue total par value 
of capital authorized and issued amounted to $21,127,969,- 
078. The actually issued and outstanding capitalization 
totaled $19,719,893,944, consisting of $8,635,319,368 of com- 
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mon, preferred and debenture stock, and $11,084,574,576 
of funded debt, of which only $8,089,274,585 consisted of 
mortgage bonds. 

The average dividend return was 3.80 per cent on the 
entire issue of capital stock. But 39.55 per cent of the 
stock, amounting to $3,415,472,806, paid no dividends. 
The stocks that paid dividends made an exceedingly high 
average, 6.29 per cent. 

While the total capitalization was $19,719,000,000, the 
investment amounted to only $17,247,101,881. In other 
words, more than $2,400,000,000 worth of stock outstand- 
ing is worthless, or more than ten per cent of the total 
of authorized and outstanding capitalization. The invest- 
ment increased during the year $263,155,774. 

In the following table are given the figures which show 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, was not so good as 
its immediate predecessor: 


1915. 1914. 
Number of passengers carried .... 976,303,602  1,053,138,718 
Number of passengers carried 1 mile 32,384,247,563 35,258,497,509 
Number of passengers carried I 
WEEE TOT IN GE TORE fo occ:cic ines 131,165 144,278 
Number of tons of revenue freight 
carried, including freight received 


EPGMR CORMMOCTIOMS oon isc cc ncccces 1,802,018,177  1,976,138,155 
Ton-mileage, or number of tons car- 

= “Sere Serre 276,830,302,723 288,319,890,210 
Freight density, or number of tons 

carried 1 mile per mile of road 1,121,059 1,176,923 
Average number of ton-miles of rev- 
enue freight per train-mile........ 474.45 451.80 
Average receipts per passenger per ; 

ee SO kd Soper etesccewasues 1.985 1.982 
Average receipts per ton per mile 

Re ree eee 0 732 0.733 
Passenger service train revenue per 

RIE cies cn whe walieee ee amnesia $1.30858 $1.34496 
Freight revenue per train-mile.... $3.46995 $3.30845 
Operating revenues per train-mile.. $2.51895 $2.45024 
Operating expenses per train-mile.. $1.77641 $1.76917 
Ratio of operating expenses to op- 

erating revenues (per cent)...... 70.52 72.22 


The total operating revenues, the sum of all the freight 
bills paid and the total of all the money paid out for 
passenger tickets, was $2,956,193,202. The expenses in- 
curred in earning that huge sum of money amounted to 
$2,088,682,956. The net operating income amounted to 
$308,378,567, all earned by the railroads having an op- 
erating income of $1,000,000 or more per annum. The 
roads having an operating revenue in excess of $100,000 
but not more than $1,000,000, had a deficit of $4,571,769 in 
their net operating income account. The roads that had 
an operating revenue of less than $100,000 had a deficit 
of $3,205,752. 

But there was an income for a good many roads, not 
resulting from their operations as carriers. When that 
was added to the net operating income the total balance 
for the big roads was $933,364,072, a deficit of $38,020,324 
for the second class and a deficit of $18,353,485 for the 
third class roads. 


Il. C. C. EXAMINATIONS. 


The United States Civil Service Commission announces 
an open competitive examination for accounting and 
statistical clerk, for men only, on August 9 and 10. From 
the register of eligibles resulting from this examination 
certification will be made to fill vacancies as they may 
occur in the position of clerk in the division of carriers’ 
accounts and in the division of statistics, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, at salaries ranging from $1,200 to 
$1,620 per annum, and vacancies as they may occur in 
positions requiring similar qualifications. Only in excep- 
tional cases will the entrance salary be over $1,200. 


The Goshen Co. has been allowed to intervene in cases 
8725, Lake Cargo Coal Rates, and 8598, Pittsburgh Coal 
Operators’ Assn. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
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For the tenth time Joseph J. Hooper of Washington 
has been elécted chairman of the appeal committee of 
the Freight Claim As- 
sociation. Mr. Hooper 
has had an experience 
of twenty-four years in 
the freight traffic busi- 
ness, occupying now 
the position of freight 
claim agent of the 
Southern Railway and 
several affiliated lines. 
Beginning as a clerk in 
the local freight office, 
he practically filled 
every position in it and 
was called seventeen 
years ago to be chief 
executive clerk of the 
freight claim office of 
the Southern Railway. 





A year later he was promoted 
to his present position. Mr. Hooper is a native of Vir- 
ginia, having been born in Bedford City in 1866. He 
became associated with the organization in which he now 
holds such a prominent place twenty years ago, and has 
filled a number of important offices since its organiza- 
tion. He was its vice-president in 1902 and its president 
in 1903. His most active work has been done as a mem- 
ber of several committees of which he has been chairman. 
Among tnese was with the conference committee with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. He was first elected 
chairman of the appeal committee, the court of last re- 
sort, in 1907, and has served continuously in that position. 
On the eighteenth of May he was unanimously selected 
by railroad members of this association to attend the 
bill of lading hearing before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

L. E. Chalenor was born in Boston. He entered rail- 
road service as a clerk in the office of the Missouri 
Pacific Railway in Bos- . 
ton, in 1882. In 1887 
he was appointed trav- 
eling freight and pas- 
senger agent of the 
same company in New 
England, occupying 
that position until 1889. 
He was then appointed 
traveling freight agent 
of the Rome, Water- 
town & Ogdensburg 
Railroad, with head- 
quarters at Boston, oc- 
cupying that position 
from 1889 until 1890. 
He became chief clerk 
to the general freight 
agent of the Norfolk & Western Railway, at Roanoke, 
Va., in 1890, and held that position until Jan. 1, 1893, 
when he was appointed commercial agent of the Norfolk 
& Western. Railway, at Pittsburgh, holding that position 
until July 1, 1899, when he was appointed general freight 
and passenger agent of the Ohio River Railway, at Park- 
ersburg, W. Va. He held that position until Oct. 1, 1901, 
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and was appointed division freight agent of the Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad, at Parkersburg, W. Va., occupying that 
position until Dec. 31, 1901. Jan. 1, 1902, he was ap- 
pointed assistant general freight agent of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway, at Savannah, Ga. Aug. 1, 1906, he was 
appointed assistant general freight agent of the Seaboard 
Air Line Railway, at Norfolk, Va., and July 1, 1909, was 
appointed general freight agent of the same company at 
Norfolk. Dec. 1, 1912, he was appointed freight traffic 
manager of the same company at Norfolk and has held 
that position until the present time. He was elected 
president of the Norfolk Traffic Club in January, 1916. 
He was made chairman of the Virginia Lines’ Tariff 
Bureau Sept. 8, 1909, and has held that position to date. 
Recently he was elected chairman of the Southeastern 
Freight Association, with office in Atlanta, Ga., effective 
July 1. 

William J. Tomkins was born in Jersey City, N. J., 
Aug. 26, 1857, and lived in that city until Jan. 1, 1891. 
In March, 1872, he en- 
tered the employ of 
the Pennsylvania, as 
delivery clerk, and con- 
tinued with the com- 
pany nineteen years, at 
the end of which he 
was chief of the west- 
bound department. He 
then moved to Chicago 
and was connected with 
the Joint Rate Inspec- 
tion Bureau of the A., 
T. & S. F. Ry. He was 
then assistant traffic 
manager of the Deering 
Harvester Company 
and with the Republic 
Iron and Steel Company. Entering the service of the 
Michigan, Indiana & Illinois Line, March, 1900, he suc- 
ceeded to the position of general manager of the line 
in 1907; also as traffic manager of the Morton Salt Com- 
pany, the Morton Gregston Packing Company and Great 
Western Cereal Company. He left Mr. Morton’s employ 
in 1910 to engage in commercial lines, but returned to 
the traffic business, and is now traffic commissioner of 
the Independent Salt Manufacturers’ Association, traffic 
manager of the Ohio Match Company and traffic manager 
of the Newport Navigation Company, operating on the 
Great Lakes. 

In a Baltimore & Ohio rearrangement, A. W. Thompson 
becomes vice-president in charge of traffic and commer- 
cial development. 





E. J. Fellow has resigned as traffic manager of John 
Morrell & Co., Sioux City, S. D., to become secretary and 
traffic commissioner of the Mitchell Commercial Club, 
Mitchell, S. D. 

F. W. Dittman is appointed contracting freight agent 
of the Hocking Valley Railway Company at Detroit, Mich., 
to succeed J. C. Ralston, resigned to engage in other busi- 
ness. 

C. C. Dana is appointed assistant general freight and 
passenger agent of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Company, with headquarters at Amarillo, Texas, to 
succeed J. Brinker, assigned to other duties. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company announces that F. 
R. Huttner has been appointed traveling freight solicitor, 
L. L. Newell has been appointed freight solicitor, J. W. 
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Mulholland has been appointed freight solicitor, Anchor 
Line, Minneapolis, Minn. 

The Seaboard Air Line Railway Company announces that 
R. W. Daniel is appointed assistant general freight agent, 
Birmingham, Ala.; C. E. Thomas is appointed commercial 
agent, Memphis, Tenn., vice Mr. Daniel; R. B. Taylor is 
appointed soliciting freight agent, Norfolk, Va., reporting 
to contracting freight agent, vice Mr. Thomas. 

B. R. Price, for twenty years with the Ocean Steam- 
ship Company of Savannah as traveling freight agent, on 
his retirement from that position is presenting to his 
friends a little pamphlet, of which he is the author, on 
“The Traveling Man.” It is cleverly written with an espe- 
cially appealing chapter on “The Expense Account.” 


The American Association of Freight Agents, which held 
its 29th annual convention at Cincinnati, June 20 to 23, 
chose Denver as its place of meeting and elected the fol- 
lowing officers: President, J. Hennessy, Kansas City; first 
vice-président, E. L. Kemp, Chicago; secretary, E. O. Wells, 
St. Louis; treasurer, W. L. Richardson, Milwaukee. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The annual outing and election of officers of the Traffic 
Club of Cleveland was held at the Willowick Country 
Club, Willoughby, O., June 26. Members were transported 
by automobiles. The entertainment committee provided 
a baseball game between the transportation and industrial 
interests, in which the latter were victorious by a score 
of 8 to 3, and an indoor baseball game between the same 
interests, in which the shippers were again victorious. 
A blind bogy contest for the golf devotees was won by 
John B. Sanford, traffic manager, Sherwin-Williams Com- 
pany. There was tennis for the more strenuously in- 
clined and those of a scientific turn of mind exercised 
their intellects in such pastimes as bridge whist, “smear” 
and “draw.” The election of officers for the ensuing year 
resulted as follows: President, Martin F. Doyle, traffic 
manager, the Cleveland Grain Company; first vice-presi- 
dent, A. J. Anderson, division freight agent, B. & O. Rail- 
road; second vice-president, W. A. Wareing, traffic man- 
ager, Standard Oil Company; secretary, E. R. Bargett, 
commercial agent, Lehigh Valley Railroad; treasurer, A. 
C. Baker, traffic manager, the Cleveland Steel Company. 
Board of governors—E. F. Borges, C. A., C., C., C. & St. 
L. Railway; Frank Laughlin, local agent, Erie Railroad; 
Leonard Smith, W. B. A., Traders’ Despatch; John Hart, 
T. M., Grasselli Chemical Company; F. C. Miller, T. M., 
Bourne-Fuller Company. The retiring president, J. W. 
Glark, who has been promoted to assistant general freight 
agent, C., C., C. & St. L. Railway Company, Cincinnati, 
and F. L. Baker, who has been promoted to eastern super- 
intendent, Empire Line, Philadelphia, received diamond 
scarf pins, presentation speeches being made by D. F. 
Hurd, traffic commissioner, Chamber of Commerce, to Mr. 
Clark, and by W. C. MacEwen, traffic manager, National 
Refining Company, to Mr. Baker. 





The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh’s board of governors or- 
ganized June 26 and was addressed by President Edwin 
F. Austin and former President J. Fred Townsend. Charles 
MecNicholl was elected chairman of the board and Almer 
H. Orr secretary. Frank S. Davis was elected to the 
board to fill the unexpired term of Edwin F. Austin. 
The club will hold its annual outing Monday, September 
11. The executive officers and board of governors for the 
ensuing year are: President, Edwin F. Austin, D. F. A., 
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Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway; first 
vice-president, G. A. Aiken, T. M., American Nut & Bolt 
Fastener Company; second vice-president, J. C. McKalip, 
auditor, Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad; third vice-presi- 
dent, A. C. Graham, T. M., Youngstown Sheet & Tube 
Company; secretary, Almer H. Orr, agent, Atlantic Coast 
Despatch; treasurer, W. F. Morris, Jr., G. F. A., Crucible 
Steel Company of America. Board of governors—Charles 
E. Barnhart, T. M., Babcock Lumber Company; James M. 
Breen, G. A., Clevelanu, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. L. Rail- 


‘way; J. F. Constans, G. A., Chicago, Peoria & St. Louis 


Railroad; F. A. Higerad, A. T. M., H. J. Heinz Company; 
J. C. Kimes, C. F. A., Baltimore & Ohio Railroad; Thomas 
B. Moss, C. A., Texas & Pacific; Charles McNicholl, D. F. 
A., American Bridge Company; Irving W. Potter, T. M., 
Aluminum Company of America; Loren H. Turner, S. 
M. P., Pittsburgh & Lake Erie Railroad; Frank S. Davis, 
G. W. F. A., New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad. 





The St. Joseph Railroad Club held its last regular 
monthly dinner for the season at the Hotel Robidoux 
Monday evening, June 19, with a large attendance. The 
club was entertained by A. F. Killick (Fatty Lewis), the 
Kansas City humorist. A committee was appointed by 
the president to draw up resolutions expressing the pleas- 
ure of the club at the selection of Ernest Stenger, general 
manager of the St. J. & G. I. Railway, as general super- 
intendent of the Union Pacific Railroad, with headquarters 
at Omaha. The club will meet again the second Monday 
evening in September. 





The Toledo Transportation Club will take part in the 
Preparedness Parade, Saturday, July 1. 





The Denver Commercial Traffic Club held its monthly 
meeting and dinner Tuesday evening, June 20, at the 
Kaiserhof Hotel. A. M. Burroughs of the Merchants’ 
Transfer Company spoke on the “Difficulties of a Trans- 
fer Man,” especially referring to the trouble he has in 
reconciling track scale weights with actual out-turn 
weights on distribution cars. Mr. Burroughs hopes to 
have the railroads accept city scale weights or furnish a 
representative to check up the out-turn weights and verify 
them. The long talk of the evening, which brought out 
a great deal of discussion and many questions, was by 
George H. Work, traffic manager for the Colorado Milling 
and Elevator Company. His subject was “The Application 
of Grain Transit Billing.” 





“Mexico and Its People” was the subject of a talk by 
M. A. Kilvert, president of the Southern Florida & Gulf 
Railroad, before members and guests of the Jacksonville 
Traffic Club, June 24. Members of the club and their 
families spent the day of June 23 at Amelia Beach, the 
occasion being the annual picnic. 


COMMISSION ORDERS. 


The effective date of order of the Commission entered 
May 9 in case 6513, Thompson, Ritchie & Co., Inc., vs. 
Vicks., S. & P. et al., postponed until October 1 in so far 
as class and commodity rates between New Orleans, La., 
and Ruston, La., on interstate and foreign traffic is con- 
cerned, and until November 1 in so far as class and com- 
modity rates between Texas points and Ruston, La. 

Order of Commission of May 9 in case 7329, Shreve- 
port Chamber of Commerce ys. K. C, Sou. et al., made 
effective August 1, postponed until October 1. 
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Help for Traffic Man 


This department is conducted by a traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge. In it he will answer questions relating to 
practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of 
the traffic man, but to help him in his work. We reserve the right 
to refuse to answer any questions that we judge it unwise to answer 
or that involve situations that are too complex for the kind of inves- 
tigation contemplated. Questions will be answered as promptly as 
possible. No answers will be given by mail. 

Address “Help for Traffic Man,” The Traffic Service Bureau, 
418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 





Rate on Building Paper—State and Interstate Rates 

Q.—Will you kindly advise us regarding the following 
questions in the columns of The Traffic World: 

1. What rate does building paper take in Western Clas- 
sification territory? We have had some claims paid at 
fourth-class rate and other claims are refused. We based 
our claim on rate for roofing paper, fourth class, which we 
understand is correct for prepared roofing. 

2. We had a shipment from South Sioux City, Neb., to 
Wynot, Neb., on which third-class rate was charged inter- 
state, the shipment originating at a point in another state. 
Please advise if this is all right, or whether we could 
apply the Nebraska intrastate rate from South Sioux City, 
which is considerably lower. Please also advise if this 
question has been passed on by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

A.—1. The current Western Classification provides as 
follows 
Paper: 

Building or Roofing,: other than Asbestos Paper: 

In bundles or rolls, L. C. L., third class. 
In packages named, straight or mixed carloads, mini- 
mum weight 30,000 pounds, fifth class. 

2. See answers appearing in The Traffic World for Feb- 
ruary 19, 1916 (page 417), and for March 11, 1916 (pages 
563 and 564), under caption, “State and Interstate Rates.” 

Through Routing 

Q.—The discussion of “through routing” in The Traffic 
World, issues of April 15 and 22, pages 814 and 865, re- 
spectively, has been quite interesting to the writer. 

It seems to me that the case in question, as far as the 
discussion above referred to is concerned, has been “boiled 
down” so that it now rests almost entirely upon the in- 
terpretation of the word “protect,” as used in the law 
and in the rulings of the Commission. 

Referring to the question on page 865 of the April 22 
issue, of course the agent at the point of origin in this 
case, not having the proper tariffs on file in his office, 
would not be in position to quote or use the through rate 
from his station in Michigan to the destination in Tennes- 
see. But my understanding of the law in this case is, that 
if it was found that there were local rates, a combination 
of which made a lower charge than the combination used 
on the shipment in question, the carriers would of neces- 
sity, because of the law in the case, have to refund what- 
ever overcharge had been collected, upon presentation of a 
claim for the overcharge. Whereas, in your answer to the 
question above referred to, you state that the understand- 
ing of your correspondent as set forth in the question ap- 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


GOOD MEN ARE ALWAYS IN DEMAND, AND THE 
Traffic World is the logical medium for getting the men 
and the positions in touch with one another. The rates 
for classified advertisements are as follows: $2.00 pe” 











inch first insertion, $1.00 per inch second insertion, $0.50 
per inch each additional insertion, payable in advance. 
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Keyed advertisements forwarded free and all correspond- 
ence held in strict confidence. 
THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 
418 So. Market Street, Chicago. 

A good opportunity for an INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC 
MANAGER to secure a competent ASSISTANT of 
reputable character. Age 27; have ten years’ actual ex- 
perience with both carrier and shipper. At present in 
charge of traffic for mercantile firm, but am qualified for 
broader work and desire to connect with some large indus- 
trial concern. Minimum salary considered, $1,300 per year. 
Prefer eastern location. Box 13, care The Traffic World. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER, now employed, desires to change 
lo some larger commercial house or commercial associa- 
tion. Has had technical training in interstate commerce 
and law and eight years’ practical traffic and executive 
experience. Twenty-seven years, single, and thoroughly 
steady in habits. K, B. 44, The Traffic World, Chicago. 


Want to buy complete set Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission’s decisions. Advise condition and delivered price. 
H. D. Driscoll, Traffic Commissioner, Waco Chamber of 
Commerce, Waco, Tex. 


High-class RAILROAD MAN with number of years’ sat- 
isfactory experience in handling accounting and operating 
departments, desires to connect with a line in the South. 
Am qualified and have ability to take entire management 
of class 11 line. Am now employed; age 35; can furnish 
A-1 references. Address Box 18, care Traffic World, 
Chicago. 

FOR SALE—A complete and up-to-date library of current 
and canceled freight tariffs (about three thousand issues). 
Price, $450.00 CASH. Address “27 R. P.,” care The Traffic 
World, Chicago. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER will make change about Septem- 

ber 1; age 39 years; seventeen years’ experience; handle 
cases before state and Interstate Commerce commissions; 
don’t start anything unless it can be handled to success- 
ful conclusion; don’t know everything, but have put it 
“over the strongest systems.” Will consider position as 
assistant traffic manager if salary is suitable. Present 
employers unable to retain a high-class traffic manager; 
reference first class. Address A. E. X., care Traffic World, 
Chicago. 
“Position as TRAFFIC MANAGER or ASSISTANT with 
Industrial Company; competent in traffic export and im- 
port matters; sixteen years’ experience; age forty. Well 
acquainted with transportation officials; business and ex- 
ecutive ability. . New York territory preferred. ‘“Ener- 
getic,” care the Traffic World, Chicago. 

TRAFFIC MANAGER or ASSISTANT’S position desired 
by young man of four years’ railroad experience, who 
which to change at once into industrial field. College 
graduate; age 31; graduate La Salle interstate commerce 
course; systematizer. Total business experience of eight 
years. An opportunity for ,some industrial concern to 
enlist the services of a “live wire.” F. B. 29, The Traffic 
World, Chicago. 


SPECIAL ANNOUNCEMENT. 
We have for sale, for cash, a complete file of railroad 
and committee publications of freight tariffs, numbering 
over 4,500 issues, comprising the transportation charges, 


..Tules and regulations, covering all classes and commodi- 


ties, between all points east of the Mississippi River; 
also Trans-Continental, Trans-Missouri and Southwestern 
Lines’ publications. WRITE FOR PARTICULARS. L. D. 
14., care The Traffic World. 
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pears to be correct; whereas, by referring to the question, I 
get, the idea that your correspondent understands that be- 
cause of the fact that the agent at the point of origin 
would not be in position to know the route via which the 
lower combination applied, the carriers involved would not 
be called upon to “protect” the rate via the cheapest route. 
And, therefore, your answer does not seem to satisfy the 
question, in that your correspondent seems to understand 
that under existing conditions the carriers involved in 
this case that he cites could not be expected to “protect” 
the lowest through combination, and in your answer you 
seem to concur in his interpretation. 

My understanding is, that regardless of any existing 
conditions, and in the absence of any through rate, the 
cheapest combination must be proéteeted—that is, in the 
absence of specific routing furnished by the shipper. 

A—lIn The Traffic World for April 1, 1916, on page 706, 
we quoted paragraph (c) of I. C. C. Conference Ruling No. 
214 as dealing with this matter. 

As an additional basis for answers appearing in our is- 
sues of April 15 and 22, we quote below paragraph (c) of 
Rule 5 of I. C. C. Tariff Circular 18A: 

“If no specific rate from point of origin to destination of 
a through shipment is provided, and no specific manner of 
constructing combination rate for it is prescribed, the low- 
est combination of rates applicable via the route over which 
the shipment moves is the lawful rate for that shipment.” 


PROCEDURE IN LUMBER HEARING 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A tentative order of procedure has been prepared by 
Chairman Meyer of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
for the hearing set for July 10 at the Auditorium Hotel, 
Chicago, in Docket No. 8131, “In the Matter of Rates on 
and Classification of Lumber and Lumber Products.” The 
chairman may not be present at the hearing, but Exam- 
iner-Attornéy Edward W. Hines and Examiner Fred Esch 
of the chairman’s staff at least will be present. They 
will be at the Auditorium on Saturday morning, July 8, 
to confer with interested persons. 

The shippers will be heard first because it was on com- 
plaint of a shipper that the question as to the proper 
relation between the rating and rate on lumber and lum- 
ber products was brought to an issue and the Commission 
was constrained to hold this general inquiry. The sub- 
ject has been divided into eleven groups and testimony 
is to be given in the order in which the groups are ar- 
ranged, unless by reason of facts developed at the hear- 
ing it seems desirable that the plan be changed. 

The subdivision into groups was made primarily with 
the view of bringing together the testimony as to each 
of the groups in so far as it relates to the relation to 
lumber of the articles included in each of the groups. 
The subjects of variances in transit provision; variances 
in rates on different kinds of lumber; provisions for car- 
load mixtures; dunnage allowances; minimum weight on 
articles requiring more than one car; estimated weights; 
provisions for shrinkage and increase of weight in tran- 
sit; provisions with regard to-articles polished or var- 
nished; a uniform lumber list for commodity tariffs and 
the classifications; and such further subjects as may 
come up for discussion in which all shippers of lumber 
and lumber products are in a great measure equally in- 
terested, will be considered at the same time that testi- 
mony is presented as to rate relationship to lumber of 
the articles grouped together. 
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Testimony will also be heard in respect to the formal 
complaints which have been set for hearing in connection 
with Docket No. 8131, at the time the commodities in- 


_ volved in each complaint are under consideration. 


The announcement of the groups was accompanied with 
a statement from the Commission that carriers might 
present their testimony by territories if they preferred. 
The Commission believes it will be helpful to have at the 
hearing all tariffs referred to in the big book prepared 
by Examiner Esch and distributed to carriers and shippers 
some time ago. Carriers have been requested to bring 
the tariffs mentioned on pages 41 and 42 of that digest 
and also the transit tariffs referred to in the transit table 
at pages 265 to 340, inclusive, of the appendix to that 
book. The groups and the order in which testimony will 
be taken are as follows: 


Group 1—Rough and Dressed Lumber—Baseboards, casing, 
ceiling, clapboards, coal doors, cross arms (telephone and tele- 
graph)—(mast or pole)—(with and without pins and brackets), 
flooring (except wood carpet or parquet), flitches, grain doors, 
lath, listings, lumber (over 3-16 of an inch in thickness)—(except 
cigar box or decorative lumber)—(rough)—(dressed)—(green)— 
(dry)—(treated)—(untreated), moulding, paving blocks (creo- 
soted)—(not creosoted), pickets, planks, shakes, sheathing, 
shingles, shingle bank sticks, siding, slats (bed)—(trunk), spar, 
ship; spar, timber; strips, ties (hewn)—(sawed)—(creosoted)— 
(not creosoted), timber (hewn)—(rough sawed)—(dressed)— 
(creosoted)—(not creosoted)—long timbers requiring two or 
more cars for transportation. 

Group 2—Interior Trim and Building Materials—Aprons: Win- 
dow, astragals, balusters, balustrade work, baseboards, bases, 
beads (corner, angle, cornice), blinds, blocks (base, corner, 
plinth), braces, brackets (telegraph and telephone)—(cornice), 
building material, capitals, caps—composition column, caps— 
post, casing (door, window, panel, moulding, steampipe), col- 
umns (turned, solid or hollow), combined lath and sheathing, 
cresting, decorative lumber, doors (glazed)—(unglazed)— 
(painted)—(unpainted), door stock, eave troughs, farm gate 
material, fencing (combination wood and wire), fence stays or 
lath, fittings (closet, pantry), fixtures, frames (door)—(window) 
—(screen)—(blind)—(wired)—(plain)—(panel), grille work, gut- 
tering, hoods (window), houses (built-up sections of ready-made 
houses), inside finishings, jambs, mantels, millwork, newels, 
ornaments (gabel)—(post), paneling (solid)—(veneered), pilas- 
ters, porch work, portierre work, railings (porch)—(stair), rails 
(hand rails)—(mill rails)—(mine rails), risers, rosettes, sash 
(glazed)—(unglazed), screens, scroll work, shelves, shutters, 
sills (door and window)—(sills of ready-made houses),. spindles 
(porch), stair work, stays (fence), steps (telegraph and telephone 
pole), stools (window), store fronts, treads, trellises, turned 
work (entering into the construction of buildings), wainscoting, 
windows, woodwork. 


Group 3—Box and Crate Materials—Bee-hives, bee-hive lum- 
ber, boxes, box material, box shooks, caddies (tea), combined 
wood fiber packing boxes, compound box shooks, crates (erates, 
four and six package)—(crates, collapsible)—(crates, canta- 
loupe)—(crates, berry)—(crates, vegetable)—(crates, fruit), 
crate material, eggcase material, ends packing cases (wire- 
bound)—(combined wood fiber and wooden). 

Group 4—Veneers and Veneer Products—Baskets, basket ma- 
terial, berry boxes (scarfed), built-up wood, cigar box lumber, 
coffin stock, combined wood, compound wood, cores, grass band- 
ing and filling, drum stock, egg-case material, hampers, thin 
lumber (rotary)—(shaved): lumber, glued or not glued together, 
similar to veneer, for making sound board for pianos, boxed 
or crated, backing for keyboards for pianos and posts and rib 
stock for pianos; packages (fruit and vegetable), package ma- 
terial (fruit, berry and vegetable, scarfed or unscarfed), picture 
backing, veneer, willow wood. 

Group 5—Cooperage and Tank Stock—Barrel material (head- 
ing)—(hoops)—(staves), cash material, connections for wooden 
pipe—cooling tower material, cooperage stock, covers, dowels or 
dowel pins, dowel rods, heading, heading compound,: head lin- 
ings, hogshead material, hoops (coiled)—(shaved), pipe (water) 
—(sewer), pipe material (creosoted)—(not creosoted); pipe ma- 
terial, including iron bands and wooden or iron connections for 
wooden pipe, consisting of ells, ties, crosses and reducers; 
shooks (barrel)—(cask)—(hogshead)—i{keg)—(tank), silo ma- 
terial, staves (barrel)—(silo)—(water pipe)—(cistern), stave 
material, tanks (closet), tank material, tank material and fix- 
tures (including gauge iron or steel bands, hoops or lugs), tub- 
ing (well), vat material. 

Group 6—Agricultural and Vehicle Material—Agricultural im- 
plement wood, axles, billets, bows (wagon), cants, doubletrees, 
felloe material, felloes, fenders, hame sticks, handles, handle 
material, hounds, hub blocks, hubs, neck yokes, plow beams, 
poles (vehicle), rims, shafts, rim strips, shapes, wagon and im- 
plement, singletrees, sleigh wood, splitwood, spokes, spoke 
timber, scythe sticks, vehicle material, wagon material, wheels, 
bull, wheelbarrow parts, whip stock. 

Group 7—Factory Materials and Products—Bobbins, cattle 
guards, chair stock, dimension stock (glued together)—(not 
glued), frame material and stock (cot)—¢mattress), keys 
(tent), ladders, ladder material, lasts, legs, match lumber 
(planks, strips), nails, pencil material, picker sticks, pins (tent) 
—(telegraph or telephone)—(insulator), pin wood, plugs (tie) 
—(for paper rolls), poles (curtain)—(tent)—(rug and carpet), 
pumps, pump heads, rod blanks, rollers rounds (ladder), rungs 
(ladder), seats (circus, not upholstered nor with backs)—(closet 
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seats), skewers (meat), spools (for barbed wire, K. D.)—(spools 
in cases or sacks), spoolbars, spool stock, step-ladder material, 
sucker rods, tops (ice tank), pulpboards, splints (match), splint- 
wood, sticks (flag)—(pole), wood pulp. 

Group 8—Mill By-Products—Ashes (wood), bark, chair waste, 
charcoal, edgings, excelsior, hog products, kindling (kindling 
manufactured of sawdust and pitch), mill refuse, remnants 
(lumber remnants)—(unused portions of refuse from box fac- 
tories), sawdust, shavings, shingle tow, slabs, trimmings, waste, 
wood (stove)—(fire)—(slab), wood flour. 

Group 9—Forest Products—Bark, bolts, boughs, butts, cord- 
wood, fence rails, logs (rough)—(squared or with sides hewn)— 
(peeled), mine props, caps, cribbing, stulls, lagging, wedges, 
ties, moss (ground)—(Spanish), piles, piling, pine (ground), 
poles (telephone, telegraph, electric)—(bean)—(hop)—(hoop)— 
(fish-pond)—(mine)—(smelting), poles requiring two or more 
cars for transportation, posts (fence, pit, vineyard, mine), pulp- 
wood (logs or bolts for making pulp), ship knees, stakes, 
stumps, trees (Christmas), waste (forest). 

Group 10—Woodenware—Buckets (paper fiber, wooden), 
bungs, butter moulds, churns, firkins (butter, fish), measures, 
pails (fiber, paper, wooden), tubs, bread boards, brooms, 
brushes (scrub, whitewash), butter workers, clothespins, fau- 
cets, horses—clothes, ironing boards, kits (fish), ladles (ladles, 
butter), lap boards, mashers (potato), mops, pump heads, racks 
(broom, clothes, towel), reels (rope, wire), rolling pins, scoops, 
shovels, silos, spoons, squeezers (lemon), starters (bung), tooth- 
picks, washboards. 

Group 11—Miscellaneous articles not included in Groups 1 to 
10 inclusive. 


RAILROADS AND WA: WAR DEMANDS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
American railroad officials expect to do their share 
toward the mobilization of the militia on the Texas 
border, without much trouble, notwithstanding the fact 
there are officers in the army, exercising authority, who 
make such unreasonable requirements as_ that troops 
shall be sent from their concentration camps to the 

border without change of cars. 





One result of that order is that a New England rail- 
road, with a haul of only forty-seven miles, is in danger 
of having two hundred of its passenger coaches, each 
capable of accommodating eighty passengers, sent to the 
Rio Grande, with each coach carrying only forty troopers. 















Lake Cruises iagr Vacation 


The Magnificent Steel Steamship ‘‘Minnesota’’ to $A4_C Inciuding Meals 
BUFFALO (NIAGARA FALLS) and RETURN and Berth 

Seven days’ cruise via Charlevoix, Harbor Springs and historic Mackinac 
Island, stopping at Detroit and viewing both ways by daylight the beautiful 
scenery of the Detroit River and St. Clair Flats, stopping at all points of 
interest. Nine-hour stop at Buffalo allows plenty of time to see Niagara Falls. 
One way $25, including meals and berth. During season leaves Chicago 
Saturdays at 1:30 p. m. 


The Elegant Steel Steamship ‘Missouri’ to $957 Incledin Meals 
SAULT STE. MARIE and RETURN Berth 
._ Five days’ cruise via Charlevoix, Petoskey, Harbor Springs = | Sl 
Island—running the ‘‘Soo’’ River by daylight returning via a portion of 
Georgian Bay and the scenic Grand Traverse Bay, stopping at all points of 
interest. One way $14, including meals and berth. During season leaves 
Chicago Mondays at 4:00 p. m. 
S. 8. ‘Missouri’ also makes a special trip each week to Onekama, 
Frankfort, Glen Haven and Glen Arbor, leaving Chicago Saturdays at 4:00 p. m. 
For illustrated folder and book of tours address 


Northern Michigan an Transportation Co. 
J. C. CONLEY, Gen. Pass. Agt., New Municipal Pier, Chicago, Ill. 
Ticket Office, 138 South Clark Street. Phone Superior 7800 
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PREVENT PILFERING and DAMAGE 


TO YOUR SHIPMENTS BY USING 


ACME STEEL BOX STRAPPING 


Makes strong, durable containers 
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No. 7 Acme Box Strap 
WRITE FOR CATALOGUE 


ACME STEEL GOODS CoO. 


2840 Archer Avenue - 
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Only forty are being put in each coach so as to give each 
trooper a seat in which to sleep. The officials of that 
railroad are opposed to publicity in connection with the 
matter, lest they be accused of lack of patriotism because 
they even dare suggest there is a better way of accom- 
plishing the transportation of the soldiers. 

If such orders prevail, and unless the railroads arrange 
a per diem plan for handling passenger equipment, the 
ordinary arrangements for the transportation of passen- 
gers will be in great confusion for the greater part, if 
not for the whole, of the summer. 

The greatest danger, however, it is believed, will be 
such a blockade of passenger equipment on the railroads 
in Texas as will make it almost impossible to handle 
the great quantities of supplies the army on the border ~ 
will need. Army officers do not appear to realize that 
there is a limit to the capacity of sidetracks, or that 
equipment not in use must be kept off main tracks. 

A failure to understand that fundamental fact caused 
such a congestion at Tampa, Fla., when Shafter was try- 
ing to get his expedition off to Santiago, 18 years ago, 
as to raise the query as to whether the railroads and 
their managers were really as efficient as they had been 
represented. The man most needed at that time was a 
competent traffic man, with a competent operating official 
at his elbow, to keep the army officers getting all the 
equipment into a scramble. Army officers receive no 
education at West Point, or any other place, giving them 








WE LEASE TANK CARS 
ALL STEEL MODERN EQUIPMENT 


LIQUIDS DESPATCH LINE 


2500 S. Robey St., Chicago, Ill. 


Do Business by Mail 


It’s profitable, with accurate lists of prospects. Our catalogue 
contains vital information on Mail yt all vereg Also prices and 
quantity on 6,000 national mailing lists, 99% guaranteed. Such as: 

War Material Mfrs. Wealthy Men Fly Paper Mfrs. 
Cheese Box Mfrs. _—_Ice Mfrs. Foundries 

Shoe Retailers Doctors Farmers 

Auto Owners Axle Grease Mfrs. Fish Hook Mfrs. 


Write for this valuable reference book. Also prices and 


samples of Fac-simile Letters. 
Have us write or revise your Sales Letters. 
Ross-Gould, 822P Olive Street, St. Louis. 


Ross-Gould 


Mailing 
RaestS St.Louis 
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the slightest notion as to how to handle transportation 
on rails, though they have good notions about handling 
wagon trains. 


A suggestion has been made in Washington that Maj. 
Charles Hine, formerly vice-president in charge of the 
Southern Pacific lines in Mexico, be placed in charge 
of the business of getting the army to the border and 
keeping it provisioned and supplied with ammunition 
while it is in Texas, and in Mexico, if it goes there. 
The major has offered his services to, the War Depart- 
ment. He is a graduate of West Point in addition to 
being a railroad man. His experience is said to run from 
that of brakeman to vice-president. Hine volunteered 
for service in the Spanish war and was under fire at 
Santiago. The major, who is at his summer home at 
Vienna, Va., a few miles from Washington, in talking 
of the situation, said: 


“Having been educated by the government, every West 
Point graduate who has resigned comes back in time 
of trouble without waiting to be asked. In 1898 I came 
back as a duty. This time it is both a duty and a privi- 
lege, for if my services are accepted I shall enjoy being 
a part of the last great advance in civilization possible 
on this continent. 

“The military problem is comparatively simple. With 
modern transportation and communication, the campaigns 
should be shorter than those of 1846 and 1847. The com- 
plex questions will come in the industrial redemption 
of Mexico. Contrary to general belief, the Mexican peon 
is tractable, industrious and dependable. 

“In a period of fifteen months in 1912-13 we had 300 
bridges burned on the west coast. Not once did we even 
suspect our own men. The section foreman and track 
walkers, humble peons at remote places, were as faithful 
as was the house slave on the southern plantation when 
his master had gone to war. 

“The great American corporations have done a splen- 
did sociological work among the laboring classes of Mex- 
ico, and the railways in particular have begun the de- 
velopment of that intelligent middle class which is the 
bulwark of our civilization. Its absence is what is the 
matter in Mexico. The leaders are like the bullies of 
the old-time country school, whom the new teacher must 
lick before the good children can go about their appointed 
tasks. Our army must be the schoolmaster, and when 
the thrashing is over must help to do a great work of con- 
structive rehabilitation.” 

The War Department has enjoined railroad traffic and 
operating officials to keep everything pertaining to troop 
train movements absolutely confidential. Orders, with 
regard to them are not issued until just a few minutes 
before the trains are to move. The idea is to keep foolish 
Mexicans from the temptation of trying to wreck any 
of them. While the danger of such attempts in the North 
and East is not regarded as worth much thought, that is 
not true with regard to the Southwest, where there are 
thousands of Mexicans and Spaniards, who are supposed 
to hate gringoes to the uttermost degree. 


RAILROAD WAGE INVESTIGATION 


WE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 


& “* Colorado Building, Washington, D. c. 


The Senate coniinittee on interstate commerce is con- 
sidering whether Congress should act on the suggestion 
of the United States Chamber of Commerce that it direct 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate wage 
conditions on the railroads of the country. Senator New- 
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lands offered a joint resolution, S. J. No. 145, directing 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to make an inves- 
tigation, with g view to preventing the strike suggested 
by the officers of the four brotherhoods, who, according to 
the officials of railroads, are getting much more than 
their share of the money they can afford to spend in wages. 
The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas, The controversy that has arisen between the rail- 
roads and certain of their employes relating to a shortening 
of the hours of labor without corresponding decrease in pay, 
and for increased compensation for any service performed in 
excess of the daily period prescribed, may lead to a serious 
interruption of the railroad service, with disastrous effect upon 
the public welfare and upon the commerce of the nation; now, 
therefore be it 


Resolved, etc., That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, 
and it is hereby, directed immediately to investigate and to 
report to the Congress as soon as practicable the minimum, 
maximum and average wage paid, with hours of service, to 
each class of railroad employes in the United States, and, so 
far as they are comparable, the minimum, maximum and aver- 
age wage, with hours of service, paid in other industries where 
similar skill and risk are involved, the relation of wages to 
railroad revenues, the question of whether railroad revenues 
based on existing rates for transportation will admit of equally 
favorable terms to all classes of railroad employes, and any 
other matter in this connection that the Commission may deem 
relevant; and be it further 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Congress that the rail- 
way companies, their officers and employes, should give their 
hearty support and co-operation to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in its investigation, deferring pending controversies 
over questions at issue until that Commission may be able to 
complete its investigations and make its report to the Congress. 


Mr. Newlands explained the purpose for which he had 
offered the resolution and endeavored to have the ref- 
erendum pamphlet of the Chamber of Commerce printed 
in the Congressional Record. To that several senators 
demurred. It was finally shut out by the positive objec- 
tion of Senator Oliver of Pennsylvania. In his explanation 
of the resolution Mr. Newlands said: 


The joint resolution which I have offered provides in brief 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall proceed imme- 
diately to investigate and report to Congress upon the mini- 
mum, maximum and average wage paid, with hours of service, 
to each class of railroad employes in the United States, and, so 
far as they are comparable, the minimum, maximum and aver- 
age wage, with hours of service, paid in other industries where 
similar skill and risk are involved, the relation of wages to 
railroad revenues, the question whether railroad revenues, based 
on existing rates for transportation, will admit of equally favor- 
able terms to all classes of railroad employes, and any other 
matter that the Conimission may deem relevant. 

In form it originates with a committee of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States, composed of 12 members, 
which has been making a study of the railroad situation, under 
instructions received from the annual meeting of the national 
chamber last February. The resolution in this form has been 
submitted to a referendum vote of all the commercial bodies in 
the United States affiliated. with the national chamber. It 
has been indorsed by the largest vote that has been cast on 
any referendum. Three hundred and sixty-six organizations, 
situated in 43 states, the District of Columbia and Hawaii, filed 
ballots. At the end of the forty-fifth day allowed for con- 
sideration the result was 987% votes in favor and 29% votes 
against, each organization being allowed from 1 to 10 votes, 
according to the number of its members. 

On March 29, 1916, the four brotherhoods, comprising all the 
men employed on moving trains, presented their demands for 
an eight-hour day and pay at the rate of time and a half for 
overtime. Before the usual 30 days had expired, the brother- 
hoods requested a conference with the railroad managers, which 
took place in New York, beginning June 1. One week ago the 
conference came to an abrupt close when the railroad operators, 
in reply to a question of the brotherhoods as to whether they 
would accede to the demands, refused to do so. The brother- 
hoods are now engaged in taking a strike vote, which, when 
accomplished, within a period of four to six weeks, if favorable, 
will grant to the four leaders the power, in their discretion, to 
call a strike. 

The resolution is drawn from the point of view of the public 
as an interested party in the controversy. It would be difficult 
to exaggerate the calamity that would result from a tie-up of 
freight of all the railroads of the United States in one week. 
No legislation exists on the statute books for preventing such a 
calamity should either party refuse to submit to arbitration. 
Neither can maintain its position, if, when the facts are fre- 
sented, public opinion based on these facts is against it. It is 
with a view to ascertaining a just conclusion through a non- 
partisan quasi judicial body which has the necessary faciiities 
for doing the work expeditiously that this resolution is intro- 
duced. 





COMMISSION ORDER. 
The Crossett Lumber Company has amended its com- 
plaint vs. the Ark. & La. Midland Ry. et al., filed with the 
Commission under Docket 8711. 








July 1, 1916 








THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





HERE are the headings under 
which are classified all of the 


Tariffs that were filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
during the past week as abstracted 
in this week’s Traffic Bulletin: 


Suspended Tariffs 

Rejected Tariffs 

Special Permission Requests 

Export and Import 

Agricultural Implements, Vehicles and 
Parts 

Asphalt and Products, Pitch and Tar 

Bags and Bagging 

Baskets, Crates, Carriers 

Canned Goods 

Cement, Lime and Plaster 

Chemicals and Drugs 

Cider, Vinegar, Pickles and Condiments 

Circus Movements 

Classes and Commodities 

Classifications and Rules 

Clay and Clay Products 

Coal, Coke and Charcoal 

Coffee, Sugar, Rice, Molasses and Glucose 

Cotton and Cotton Linters 

Cottonseed and Its Products 

Dairy Products, Poultry, Eggs 

Earthenware and Crockery 

Explosives 

Fertilizers 

Fish and Oysters 

Fruits and Vegetables 

Furniture and Furniture Stock 





Glass and Glassware 


Grain, Grain Products, Seeds, Hay, Straw, 
Broomcorn 

Hides, Leather, Leather Goods and Tan- 
ners’ Materials 

Iron and Steel 

Live Stock 

Lumber and Forest Products 

Miscellaneous 

Naval Stores 

Ores, Metals, Metal Articles and Minerals 

Packing House Products 

Paper and Paper Stock 

Petroleum and Its Products 

Railway Material and Equipment 

Rate Bases, Billing Guides, Etc. 

Salt 

Soap and Soap Materials 

Station Lists, Distance Tables 

Stone (Crushed), Sand, Etc. 

Stone (Not Crushed) 

Switching and Terminal 

Tariff Lists 

Textiles 

Tin and Tin Articles 

Tobacco 

Wool and Wool Waste 

Fourth Section Orders 


You can dealin futures on freight rates with that 
publication. Let us send samples and explain. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


CHICAGO 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, Etc. 





SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA 
Caddo Transfer & Warehouse Co. Inc. 


Special attention given to merchandise stock storage 
accounts. Carloads for distribution, less carloads for 
City Delivery. Reshipments and forwarding by Express 
or Parcel Post. 


TWO LARGE WAREHOUSES ON RAILROAD TRACKS. 








Western Transfer and Storage Co. 


616 to 522 San Francisco 8t. 
EL PASO, TEXAS. 
FORWARDERS AND DISTRIBUTORS. 


DISTRIBUTION CARS A _ SPECIALTY. 
TWO WAREHOUSES ON TRACK. 


Cut Rate Package Car Service from Seaboard Territory. 





ED‘SAR’S SUGAR HOUSE, Inc. 


620-532 LAFAYETTD BLVD. 
DETROIT, MICH. 

Eight fireproof warehouses on tracks of principal rail- 
roads. The only two fireproof warehouses on the river 
front. Lowest insurance rates in the city. Twelve auto 
trucks for delivery. Write for further particulars. 





Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


350 Seneca St., Buffalo, N. Y. 
Storage, Transfer and Forwarding 


Warehouse on New York Central Tracks 





PORTLAND, OREGON 
OREGON TRANSFER COMPANY 


474 Glisan St. Estabilshed in 1868 

RAL TRANSFER AND STORAGE BUSINESS 
Special attention given to merchandise stock stor- 
age accounts, carloads for distribution, less car- 
loads for city delivery, reshipment and reforward- 
ing by express or parcel post. Own and operate 
two class A warehouses on terminal tracks. 

No Switching Charges on Carload Shipments 


TOLEDO, OHIO 


STORAGE—FORWARDERS—DISTRIBUTORS 


The best distributing point for northwestern Ohio, Michigan and In- 
diana. We have direct track connection with each of the 23 railroads, 
12 interurban and five passenger steamship lines entering Toledo. No 
switching charges on car lots, either in or out. 

The Toledo Warehouse Co. 
Correspondence Solicited. 1808-19 La Grange St. 
Associations. 


Members American and Interstate Warehousemen’s 





Albany Terminal Warehouse Co. 


10 TIVOLI ST., ALBANY, N. Y. 

Storage, transferring and forwarding. Direct railroad 
connections, all railroads. Also buildings suitable for 
branches, to let in whole or part. Members of American 
Chain of Warehouses and American Warehousemen’s 
Association. 


LINCOLN, NEB. 


Best Distribution Point In the West 
Merchandise in car lots distributed to all points. House- 
hold goods assembled and shipped in car iots at reduced 
rates. Cars set to our warehouses without charge. 

GENERAL DRAYAGE AND STORAGE 
Fireproof Buildings—Trackage Space, 7 cars. 
Service—the foundation of our success. 
CARTER TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., 8th and Q Sts. 











ST. JOSEPH TRANSFER CO. 
“ PONY EXPRESS ” 
8ST. JOSEPH ° . ° MO. 


MERCHANDISD STORAGE WAREHOUSE. 
CARLOAD AND L. C. L. DISTRIBUTION. 
PROMPT SERVICH GUARANTEED. 





CHICAGO— 


Chicago Storage & Transfer Co. (Not Inc.) 


5851-61 WEST 65TH STREET 


Excellent facilities for shipping L. C. L. lots without 
cartage. Carload distribution a specialty. Daily motor 
deliveries throughout the city at very reasonable prices. 
Floors for rent. 


INSURANCE RATE SEVENTEEN CENTS. 


ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 


General Storage. Forwarding. Carload Distribution. 


Excellent facilities for reshipping without cartage. Insur- 
ance rate 12 cents. Members of American Warehouse- 
men’s Association and American Chain of Warehouses. 


Write for particulars. 
B. R. & P. WAREHOUSE, Inc. KING and MAPLE STS. 


Byvank Transfer & Storage Co. 


823-825 Lafayette St. 
WATERLOO, IOWA. 


RESHIPPING AND DISTRIBUTING 
A SPECIALTY. 











MILWAUKEE 


The Union Transfer Co. 


107 REED STREET 
FREIGHT TEAMING—SHIPPING AND RECEIVING 
AGENTS 
CARLOAD DISTRIBUTORS 
The Best Equipped Transfer Company In the City 


The Wiley & Nicholls Co. 


UNITED STATES BONDED WAREHOUSES AND 
GENERAL STORAGE-DISTRIBUTORS 


Warehousemen and Forwarding Agents. Drayage and 
Heavy Hauling a Specialty. Fireproof Warehouse. Low- 
est Insurance Rate in City. 

GALVESTON, TEXAS 
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EXPORT SPECIALISTS 


THROUGH RATES 


MARINE INSURANCE 


LEAVE IT ALL TO US < War RISK 


CONSULAR ARRANGEMENTS 


COLLECTIONS 


Completely Covering Shipments by 
RAIL and OCEAN 
to All Parts of the World. 


JUDSON FREIGHT FORWARDING CO. 


Home Offices: CHICAGO NEW YORK BOSTON PITTSBURG ST.LOUIS LOS ANGELES SAN FRANCISCO 
Foreign Agencies in All Principal Cities and Ports in Europe, Asia, Africa, Australasia, China, Japan, South Ameries, Philippine Islands, ete 


Security Warehouse Company 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
Northwestern Distributors for nearly all Nationally 
Advertised Commodities—Twenty Car Trackage 
Space. 
Motor Truck delivery in Minneapolis and St. Paul 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Distributers of Pool Cars and General Warehousing. 
Parcel Post distributers of catalogs and merchandise. 
Fireproof building. Track connections with all roads. 


Terminal Warehouse Company, 109-111 Rector Avenue 








D. A.\MORR TRANSFER AND STORAGE CO. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
2114-2120 Central Street 
MERCHANDISE STORAGE, FORWARD- 
CITY DELIVERIES. 


ING, DISTRIBUTION AND 
Direct Connections With All Rallroads.. Fireproof Storage, 
Sprinkler System. 





Springfield, Mass. 
Central Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


Office: 315 Bridge St. 


TRANSFERRING AND RESHIPPING 
GENERAL STORAGE, FURNITURE STORAGE, ETC 








Minneapolis Transfer & Warehouse Co. 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN, 
122 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 


DISTRIBUTORS OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING 





CHICAGO 
Jos. Stockton Transfer Co. 


536 The Rookery Bullding 


Teaming of Every Description—City Delivery Service 
and Carioad Distributors. 


PITTSBURGH, PA. 


FIREPROOF AND NON-FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES 
PENNSYLVANIA SIDING LOWEST INSURANCE 
Write us about storage or distributing 
HAUGH & KEENAN STORAGE & TRANSFER CO. 





Central Warehouse Co. 


Storage—Forwarding 


Trackage Counection with all railroads entering the 
Twin Cities. 


Minnesota Transfér, Minn. 


PHILADELPBIA, PA. 


BEST DISTRIBUTING POINT IN THE EASi 


Railroad Sidings, Penna. R. R. and Phila. & Reading 
Experienced in giving Best Warehouse Service 
SCOTT PAPER CO. WAREHOUSE 
Cc. R. CLEMENTS, Manager 


Very low insurance 





Trackage, Capacity 18 cars a day. 





Omaha Fireproof Storage Co. 


806-18 SOUTH 16TH 8T., OMAHA, NEB. 
EIGHT AND ONE-HALF ACRES FLOOR SPACB 
CENTS 


CE RATE 20 
TRACKAGE area L 10 CARS. TEAMING 


GEN 
AUTO SERVICE. 





Savannah Bonded Warehouse & Transfer Co. 
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 
GENERAL STORAGE—RE-CONSIGNING—DISTRIBUT- 
ING—FORWARDING—PROMPT AND EFFICIENT 
SERVICE—EXCEPTIONAL FACILITIES— 
CUSTOM HOUSE BROKERS 


Members American Chain of Warehouses 
Members American Warehousemen’s Association 





Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 
LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. : 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers, 
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‘Shipping “i 9 os 


Will never be real- 
ized by using make- 
shift boxes. Prepare 
your goods in the 
shipping room 
against possible at- 
tacks from rough 
handling in trans- 
portation by using 


FIBRE and 
CORRUGATED 
Shipping Cases 


of recognized merit 








Our containers carry all kinds of merchandise. 
Write us for further information and we wili be 
glad to give you the benefit of our extensive ex- 
perience in making cases for similar lines. 
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HUMMEL & DOWNING COMPANY 
MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 
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